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CURRENT TOPICS. 


‘Loup Repxspatz has prevailed on the House of Lords 
i agree to the report of the Select Committee on Parlia- 
tary Agency, and but for strenuous efforts the chairman 
of committees in the House of Commons, on practically a 
rty-eight hours’ notice, would probably have prevailed 
pon that House to pass a string of resolutions embody- 
ing the recommendations of the committee, and affecting 
most materially the interests of solicitors. We should 
Hy like to know the reason of all this precipitation. 
a, in February, 1875, the deputation from the In- 
ted Law Society waited on the Speaker to bring 
before him the importance of restricting the duties of 
parliamentary agents to properly qualified lawyers, 
there was no manifestation of any urgent zeal for 
reform on the part either of that high functionary or of 
the chairman of committees in the House of Lords. No 
‘reply was vouchsafed to the letter which the council 
tin reply to Lord Redesdale’s letter to the Speaker, 
‘and the matter was allowed to go to sleep until near the 
glose of the present session. Then, quite suddenly, a 
ver of reform appears to have seized the chairmen, and 
the Houses are urged, in the hurry of the concluding 
days of Parliament, to consent to arrangements which 
ht to be subjects of the most mature consideration. 
iT proposal is to place in the hands of the Chairman 
of committees and the Speaker the arbitrary power of 
@dmitting and excluding parliamentary agents. As to 
ihe former power, it appears from Mr. Raikes’ speech 
the taxing master of the House of Lords has ex- 
an opinion that he “can find out in ten 
utes whether a person is versed in parliamentary pro- 
lure or not,” and this, we suppose, is to be taken ag 
indication of the manner in which the much- 
‘Yaunted ‘‘special” examination is to be carried out. 
is to the power proposed to be conferred of depriving 
‘#man of his livelihood, after he may have devoted half 
his life to parliamentary agency, on the mere Jiat of two 
Persons, without appeal, and that merely for “ neglect of 
Tales,” one would really think the very statement of the 
‘Proposal sufficient to secure its condemnation. If the 
of Parliamentary Agents are willing to agree to 
preposterous suggestion we can only say that there 
isan ancient fable about the substitution of King Stork 
for King Log which deserves their careful attention., 
The other weighty grounds of objection to the pro- 
potals can hardly be better stated than they are in the 
aco the Incorporated Law Society which we print 
. The governing idea of the committee seems 


to have been that in some mysterious way a pernicious 
monopoly” would be created if the practice before 


4 were restricted to members of the le ro- 
fession. But how? Are lawyers or doctors oso 
lists? In the interests of the public the Legislature 
has said that no one shall conduct business for others 
the law courts unless he possesses a guarantee of 
ification. Parliament may equally well say, in the 





interests of the public, that no one shall be allowed to 
conduct private business before either House unless he 
possesses a guarantee of qualification, viz., an examina- 
tion in technical knowledge, plus the ordinary examination 
in legal knowledge; but any one of ordiztary ability can ob- 
tain this guarantee. Where, then, isthe monopoly? The 
only question is whether knowledge of the principles of 
law is an essential part of the qualification of a parlia- 
mentary agent. This can hardly be doubted. The 
Speaker’s counsel told the committee that “a legal edu- 
cation is extremely important,” and “ a considerable quali- 
fication for parliamentary practice,” and the representative 
before the committee of the Parliamentary Agents’ Society 
stated as one of the three conditions which ought to be 
obtained in a parliamentary agent, that he should have 
a general knowledge of law. Then what is the objection to 
the proposal that this condition should be secured in the 
same way as itis secured in the case of other practitioners 
from whom legal qualifications are required? No reason 
of public advantage, we believe, can be alleged against 
the proposal, which is in accordance with the tendency of 
recent legislation, and, more than any other means, would 
conduce to raising the status of parliamentary agents. 





A VERY USEFUL MEASURE has just passedinto law. The 
Bill, now an Act, under the title of “‘The Settled 
Estates Act, 1876,” was brought into the House of 
Commons by Mr. Marten, Q.C., M.P. for Cambridge, and 
having passed both Houses without amendment, received 
the Royal assent on Monday, the 24th ult., and is 
now chapter 30 of the Acts of the present session, 
(39 & 40 Vict.) The Act provides that when, under section 
14 of the Settled Estates Act of 1856, any part of any 
settled estates is directed to be laid out for streets, roads, 
paths, squares, gardens, or other open spaces, sewers, 
drains, or watercourses, either to be dedicated to the 
public or not, the court may direct that any such streets, 
roads, paths, squares, gardens, or other open spaces, 
sewers, drains, or watercourses, including all necessary 
or proper fences, pavings, connections, and other works 
incidental thereto respectively, be made and executed, 
and that all or any part of the expenses in relation to 
such laying out and making and execution be raised and 
paid, by means of a sale or mortgage of, or charge upon 
all or any part of the settled estates, or out of any moneys, 
or investments representing moneys, liable to be laid out 
in the purchase of hereditaments to be settled in the 
same manner as the settled estates. The Act was intro- 
duced in consequence of a decision of the Master of the 
Rolls in the present year—JIn re Venour’s Settled Estate, 
Venour v. Sellon (24 W. R. 752, L. R, 2 Ch. D. 522)— 
by which it was held that, although the court could direct 
land, part of a settled estate, to be laid out for the purpose 
of streets and other works, there was no power to raise the 
necessary expenses, or to direct the works of improve- 
ment to be executed. The want of this power was an 
inconvenience to the owners, as well as to the public, 
especially in the case of estates becoming suitable for 
building in the suburbs or neighbourhood of large towns. 
It is obvious that a general scheme of streets and drain- 
age, carefully planned and executed in the first instance 
on any large estate about to be laid out for building, is 
much more likely to conduce to the public health, and to 
the convenience of the inhabitants, and to the advantage 
of the neighbourhood generally, than any mode which 
may leave a plan to be executed casually, and by 
individuals without any regard to the general efficiency 
of the whole. The Act is, therefore, one which remedies 
a@ considerable inconvenience. It is considered that 
upwards of a million of money has been waiting to be 
laid out on the passing of Mr. Marten’s Act. 





3 ONE OF THE STRANGEST FEATURES of the singular pro- 
ceedings as to parliamentary agents is the aversion 
expressed by the select committee in their report, by 
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Lord Redesdale in the House of Lords, and by Mr. 
Raikes in the House of Commons, to the system of 
division of charges between parliamentary agents and 
solicitors. Like the Lord Chancellor, we can well under- 
stand that parliamentary agents have no partiality for a 
system by which they do not get their full profits. But 
why should the public suffer from, or the authorities of 
the Houses of Parliament wish to interfere with, any 
arrangement the agents and solicitors choose to make as 
to division of fees? Mr. Theodore Martin, on behalf of 
the agents, put the matter before the committee in a 
manner which appears to have produced a considerable 
impression. He said that the members of the Parlia- 
mentary Agents’ Society charged according to the scale 
of fees settled by the House; that those fees were no 
more than an adequate remuneration; that to do the 
work for only half-fees was an admission that the scale 
was too high; and that if it was reduced they could not 
afford to carry on their business. The first question 
which occurs on this is—if half-fees do not pay, 
how is it that the system of dividing fees has 
arisen, and continues to this day? Oh, Mr. Martin 
replies, if a man gives up his “legitimate earnings,” the 
temptation is great “to replace them by some other 
process ; that process is by creating unnecessary work.” 
The system, he says, “has a tendency to corrupt the 
mind of a parliamentary agent” ; it is essential, in fact, 
for the protection of the frail virtue of the agents that 
the corrupting practice should be prohibited. In this 
case, truly, virtue is its own reward. But we venture to 
entertain a higher opinion of the probity of parliament- 
ary agents than Mr. Martin would Jead us to hold. We 
cannot conceive it possible that any respectable or 
prudent parliamentary agent would deliberately involve 
his client in unnecessary costs for the mere purpose of 
swelling his half-fees into a remunerative bill. There 
would be the client to reckon with, and the solicitor, too, 
who had to obtain payment of the bill might find 
the extravagant total somewhat disadvantageous to his 
interests. The truth, we believe, is that there is little or 
no temptation to busy professional men to do more work 
than is necessary. There is plenty of grist always coming 
to the mill, and the only thought is how can all the 
business be got through. It would have been more 
satisfactory if Mr. Martin had furnished the committee 
with definite instances of the evil he described. Mr. 
Raikes essayed to do so in the debate in the House of 
Commons on Wednesday, but only succeeded in showing 
that the demand of half-fees by the town clerk, which 
were afterwards paid into the borough fund, resulted in 
thesaving to the borough of half the parliamentary agent's 
fees. Are London agents corrupted by the division of 
profits? If not, why should a practice which has pre- 
vailed for many generations in reference to chancery, 
common law, and bankruptcy business be found all at 
once to be utterly wrong and “ corrupting” when applied 
to private business before Parliament ? 





Lorp Corzrziper, in his recent enumeration in the 
House of Lords of the iniquities of the equity judges, 
geve a prominent place to the removal of the jury box 
from the Rolls Court. The Chief Justice of the Common 
Pleas seemed to see in this momentous fact conclusive 
proof of a subtle design to thrust the palladium of British 
liberty out of the Chancery Division. Though no jury 
ever occupied the pen provided for them, there was com- 
fort in the thought that they might do so. The un- 
tenanted benches mutely appealed to the judge and to 
the suitors, and suggested, as plainly as plain deal boards 
could suggest, the advertisement “ Jury work done here.” 
Lord Coleridge will be comforted to learn that the object 
of his veneration is still in existence, though it has 
temporarily disappeared from view. The Master of the 
Rolls mentioned in court on Wednesday last that the 
jury box was taken down because it was so placed that 
counsel could not get to their seats, and he added that 





orders were given that it should be placed in some othe 
part of the court, which would be done in the vacation, | 


His lordship, however, in mentioning that the jury box 
was going to be put up again, did not go so far as to say 
that he ever expected to have it used by a jury 
nor did he intimate in what part of the court a place 
was to be found for the structure, nor by what name the 
jury box never occupied by jurors was in future to be 
called. Perhaps the learned Queen’s Counsel who la 
discoursed of the female cock pheasant could help us to 
a solution of this last difficulty. 





THE IMPORTANT AND DOUBTFUL QuEsTION of whether, 
under the Judicature Acts, the judges of the Chancery 
Division are to try jury cases has this week come into 
prominence, owing to the perseverance of a learned 
counsel who, after travelling with admirable assiduity 
between the court of Vice-Chancellor Hall and the 
Court of Appeal, has at last received the assurance that 
his case will be hung up until November, when it may 


be hoped that learned ex-officio judges, returning jocund - 


and sunburnt from their vacation tours, will bring a 
calmer frame of mind to the consideration of the sub. 
ject than is possible at the close of this harassing legal 
year. The truth is that the matter ought not to have 
been allowed to simmer so long. It is pre-eminently 
one which should have been made the subject of con- 
sideration in Parliament and of decision by parliament. 
ary legislation. It ought to be treated in connection 
with the present state of business in the Chancery Divi- 
sion, for if the judges of that division are to try cases by 
jury some arrangement must be made for adding to 
their number, or the block of business will become worse 
than ever. 


RESPONDEAT SUPERIOR. 


Tuenre seems to be a turn in the tide of authorities upon 
the somewhat artificial but well-established exception to 
the doctrine respondeat superior, in the case of a con- 
tractor employed to do a lawful work, but who is guilty 
of negligence causing injury during the performance of 
such work. The principle upon which this exception 
has been based is, that an independent contractor, not 
being the servant of the employer, is not subject to his 
control in the fulfilment of the duty he has engaged to 
perform, and therefore his employer ought not to be 
held responsible for the lawful and proper performance 
of such duty. Itis obvious, of course, that, if the em- 
ployer retains or exercises any control over the work 
while in progress, the principle will not apply, and so if 
was speedily held. It has also been decided that if the 
act contracted for is unlawful the employer cannot 
escape from liability by the employment of a contractor; 
that where the employer has a statutory duty to per- 
form he cannot get rid of his obligation to fulfil it by 
intrusting the performance to a contractor, and that 
where the law casts upon the employer a duty to the 
public at large—such, for example, as the duty of not 
exposing them to danger from a nuisance incident to the 
execution of the work—he will be liable for such nuisance 
arising during the execution of the work by the contractor. 

It remained to be decided whether the same principle 
applied to the neglect of a merely private duty. In 
Butler v. Hunter (10 W. R. 214), an action was brought 
for damage done to the house of the plaintiff, through 
the negligence of the contractor employed by the de- 
fendant to pull down the adjoining house, in removing 
a beam from a y-wall and not shoring up the plain- 
tiff’s house, which, as a reasonable precaution, ought to 
have been done. Both houses were ancient houses, and 
acount in the declaration alleged a right of support. The 
Court of Exchequer held that there was no evidence of 
the defendant's liability. ‘‘ No doubt,” said Pollock, C.B., 
“ where a thing is in itself a nuisance, and must be pre- 
judicial, the party who employs another to do it ts 
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responsible for all the consequences that may have 
arisen; but when the mischief arises, not from the thing 
itself, but from the mode in which it is done, then the 
person ordering it is not responsible unless the relation of 
master and servant can beestablished.” And Wilde, B., 
added, “It seems that the absence of a_ proper 
shoring is like the absence of a proper hoarding, or one 
of the ordinary precautions that belongs to the proper 
taking down of a wall in a tradesman-like way. Then it 
is said that the defendant ought to have given orders to 
do it in a tradesman-like way, or ought to have pointed 
out what was requisite. That would seem # be extremely 
unreasonable, because it would proceed upon the sup- 
position that an unskilled person should point out to a 
skilled person the proper way to do the work. [ think, 
as a matter of course, if a man gives an order to 
a tradesman to do a thing, he means him to do 
it in a reasonable, ordinary, tradesman-like way.” 
The rule for a new trial on the ground that there 
was evidence of the defendant’s liability was discharged. 
We may add to the observations of Wilde, B., above 
quoted, those made more recently in the House of Lords 
by Lord Westbury, who, in giving judgment in Daniel v. 
Directors of the Metropolitan Railway (20 W. R. 41, L. R. 
5E. & I. 61), where a contractor’s servants let fall a 
girder they were raising over the defendants’ railway 
upon the plaintiff, said: ‘‘The ordinary business of 
life could not go on if we had not a right to rely upon 
things being properly done when we have committed 
and intrusted them to persons whose duty it is to do 
things of that nature, and who are selected for the pur- 
pose with prudence and care, as being experienced in 
the matter, and are held responsible for the execution of 
the work. Undoubtedly, it would create confusion in all 
things if you were to say that the man who employs 
others for the execution of such a work, or the man who 
is a party to the employment, has no right whatever to 
believe that the thing will be done carefully and well, 
having selected, with all prudence, proper persons to 
perform the work, but that he is still under an obliga. 
tion to de that which in many cases would be impossible 
—namely, to interpose from time to time in order 
to ascertain that that was done correctly and 
properly the business of doing which he had rightfully 
and properly committed to other persons.” 
_It seems difficult to reconcile with these expres- 
sions of opinion the decision of the Queen’s Bench 
Division in the case of Bower v. Peate (L. R. 1 
Q.B.D. 321.) The plaintiff and defendant were the re- 
spective owners of two adjoining houses, the plaintiff 
being entitled to the support for his house of the de- 
fendant’s adjacent soil. The defendant employed a 
contractor to pull down his house, excavate the founda- 
tion, and re-build it, and, in the specification according 
to which the contractor undertook to do the work there 
was the following clause:—“The adjoining buildings 
must be well and sufficiently propped and upheld 
during the progress of the works by the contractor, who 
shall be required to take the responsibility, and to make 
good any damage occurring thereto.” The plaintiff's 
house was damaged during the works, owing to the 
means taken by the contractor to support it being in- 
sufficient. The court held the defendant was liable, 
even if the undertaking as to risk, &c., had amounted 
(they said it did not amount) to an express stipulation 
that the contractor should do, as part of the works con- 
tracted for, all that was necessary to support the plain- 
tif's house. Instead of treating the clause in the speci- 
fication as showing that the defendant had cautiously 
provided against mischief to his neighbour, the Queen's 
Division seem to have regarded it almost as evi- 
of negligence, saying that the effect of it was, 
“sles Getendent ordered or stipulated for any 
pecitic necessary for the support of the adjoin- 
buildings, but that he left the recourse to such nro 
urely at the discretion of the contractor, stipulating 
y that the latter should bear him harmless in the event 








of any damage taking place (p. 326). With much de- 
ference, we doubt whether the clause will fairly bear 
this construction. 

But coming to the broader ground upon which the 
judgment was based, we find that ground stated as being 
* that a man who orders a work to be executed, from 
which, in the natural course of things, injurious conse- 
quences to his neighbour must be expected to arise, 
unless means are adopted by which such consequences 
may be prevented, is bound to see to the doing of that 
which is necessary to prevent the mischief, and cannot 
relieve himself of his responsibility by employing some- 
one else—whether it be the contractor employed to do 
the work from which the danger arises, or some in- 
dependent person—to do what is necessary to prevent 
the act he has ordered to be done from becoming wrong- 
ful.” The concluding words of this extract point to the 
rule that the right of support in respect of adjacent 
land is not absolute, but of a qualified kind only, and is 
not infringed until’ damage has actually happened from 
the act which thereupon becomes an infringement. In 
the recent case, therefore, the defendant selected and 
employed a competent contractor to do a lawful act in a 
lawful manner. The removal of the soil was not per se 
any violation of duty; it would only become so if any 
damage resulted to the adjacent house or land. What, 
then, was the violation of duty by the defendant ? Wher 
in did his negligence consist ? The decision in Bower v. 
Peate does not rest upon the ground that the negligence 
of the contractor was the negligence of the employer, nor 
wholly on the infringement of the quasi right of support. 
If put upon the former ground, it would practically 
have abolished the exception of the case of a contractor 
from the doctrine respondeat superior, if on the latter, 
the judgment might have been expressed in a few words 
thus: The landowner who, excavating his land by him- 
self or an agent, interferes with a neighbour's right of 
support for the land adjacent does so at his peril, and if 
damage results is responsible. But this, although in 
effect the scope of the judgment, could not be expressed 
without re-affirming the principle of Bush v. Steinman 
(1 B. & P. 404) as to the absolute liability of the owner 
of fixed property for injurious acts done thereon, and 
“the decision in Bush v. Steinman is almost, if it be not 
entirely, overruled” (per Parke, B., Gay/ord v. Nichols, 
23 L. J. Ex. p. 207). Neither of the foregoing cases is 
referred to in the judgment in Bower v. Peate, but two 
authorities are cited as in point, viz., Pickard v. Smith 
(10 C. B. N. S. 470), where something like a public 
nuisance had been created by a contractor leaving un 
guarded a coal trap on a railway platform, and Gray v.- 
Pullen (5 B. & S. 970), where there was a statutory 
duty, and upon that ground the Exchequer Chamber, 
in a judgment the reasoning of which has since been 
said in the House of Lords to be “ not at all satisfactory,” 
overruled the decision of the Queen’s Bench given in 
favour of the defendant who had employed a contractor 
to dig a trench across the highway, and from the 
negligence of the latter in filling it up the plaintiff's 
wife had been hurt. 

The decision in Bower v. Peate certainly seems to 
create another distinction in this somewhat difficult 
branch of the law of torts by laying down a difference 
between the case of a man employing a contractor to do 
work ‘‘ from which if properly done no injurious conse- 
quences can arise, and handing over to him work to be 
done from which mischievous consequences will arise 
unless preventive measures are adopted” (p. 326). We 
shonld have thought that the excavation of a cellar was 
work from which, if properly done, no danger could 
arise, and moreover that the builder who did it would 
know how to do it better than the gentleman whose 
wine it was destined to contain. But if the decision in 
Bower v. Peate is correct it would seem that the latter 
must nally learn—first, what is “ the natural course 
of things ;” secondly, what are the appropriate “ inju- 
rious consequences ” to be expected; and, thirdly, what 
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are the means ‘‘by which such consequences may b® 
prevented.” And he must then “see to the doing of 
that which is necessary to prevent the mischief ””—we 
presume by watching the contractor of the cellar from 
hour to hour. 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 

SeTtinc pown AppeaL—PropvucTion o¥ OFFICE Copy OF 
ORDER APPEALED FROM — REFUSAL OF INTERLOCUTORY 
Morion—Orp, 58, rr. 8, 15.—On the 29th ult., in a 
case of Smith v. (rindley, Whitehorne, for the plaintiffs, 
applied to the Court of Appeal to direct an appeal to be set 
down for hearing under the following circumstances :—On 
the 30th of June Malins, V.C., refused an interlocutory 
motion made by the plaintiffs, and directed that they should 
pay the defendants’ costs. On the 19th of July the plain- 
tiffs gave notice of appeal from this decision, naming the 
24th of July as the day for the hearing of the appeal, in ac- 
cordance with ord. 58, r. 4. It was the duty of the defend- 
ants’ solicitors to draw up the Vice-Chancellor’s order, and 
they did not obtain an appointment to settle it until the 
18th of July. The order was entered on the 22nd of July, 
but the plaintiffs’ solicitor could not procure an office copy 
of it (though he made several applications for it) until late 
in the afternoon of the 27th of July. On the 28th of July 
the plaintiffs’ solicitor attended at the registrar’s office to 
set down the appeal, but the registrar refused to set itdown, 
on the ground that the day named in the notice of appeal 
had already passed. The court (James and Mellish, L.JJ., 
and Baggallay, J.A.) directed the appeal to be set down, 
observing that the plaintiffs could not be deprived of their 
right of appeal by the delay of the other side in the drawing 
up of the order. The court also said that r. 8, which re- 
quires the production of the order appealed from, or an 
office copy of it, to the officer of the Court of Appeal, does 
not apply to an appeal from the mere refusal of an applica- 
tion. In such a case the appeal may be set down without 
the production of the order or a copy of it. 


InTERIM PRESERVATION OF PROPERTY—APPOINTMENT OF 
RECEIVER AND Manacer—Security — APPLICATION TO 
Covat or AppeaL—JupicaturRe ACT, 1873, s, 25, SUB-SEC- 
Tion 8—Orp. 52, RR. 1, 3, 4.—Inacase of Hyde vy. Warden, 
an action was brought in the Exchequer Division for the 
specific performance of an agreement by the defendant to 
take a lease of afarm from the plaintiff. The action was 
tried at Lewes, on the 9th of March, before Lord Coleridge, 
C.J., when the jury found a verdict for the plaintiff. Judg- 
ment was reserved, and on the 17th of May, upon a motion 
by the plaintiff for judgment and a motion by the defendant 
for a new trial, the divisional court (Kelly, C.B., and 
Cleasby, B.) ordered judgment to be entered for the defend- 
ant. On the 21st of June the plaintiff gave notice of appeal, 
and the appeal was afterwards set down, but it has not yet 
come on for hearing, and is not likely to be heard until 
November next. On the 29th ult. the plaintiff, by 
special leave, applied to the Court of Appeal for the ap- 
pointment of a receiver and manager of the farm. No pre- 
vious application had been made to the divisional court. 
There was evidence that the farm wasin a bad state of cul- 
tivation—indeed, that it had been utterly neglected, and 
that it would be for the interest of both parties that- im- 
mediate steps should be taken for its proper cultivation. 
The court (James and Mellish, L.JJ., and Baggallay, J.A.) 
appoint d the plaintiff receiver and manager. It was sug- 
gested on behalf of the defendant that the plaintiff ought to 
to give tome security, but the court said that it was clear 
from the evidence that his appointment would of necessity 
involve him in large expenditure, and they only required 
him to give an undertaking to abide by any order which 
the court might make in the matter. 


Enrezixc Action ron Taist—Rervsat or Juper to 
oive Dinections—Powrr Or Covet oy Arreat—Onp, 36, 
az, 3, 10, 10a, 14.—On the 41st ult., in @ case of Garling 
v. Royds, Whitchorne, of bebalf of the plaintiff, applied 
ez parte to the Court of Appea) under the following cir- 





cu mstances :—The suit was instituted in January, 1876, ip, 
the Court of Chancery to have some promissory noteg: » 
which the plaintiff had signed declared void, and delivered 
up to be cancelled. In May, 1876, some of the defendants 
obtained leave to deliver a counter-claim against the 
plaintiff and other defendants. On the 21st of June the. 
plaintiff delivered his reply, and on the 30th of June the 
persons who were defendants to both the bill and the 
counter-claim delivered their reply to the counter-claim, 
Issue on the replies to the counter-claim was then joined, 
On the 27th of July the plaintiff gave notice of trial by a 
judge and jury in Middlesex for the 7th of August. He 
then applied to a registrar of the Chancery Division to. 
enter the case for trial. The registrar refused to dogo. 
without the directions of the judge. Application wag, 
then made to the associate of a common law division, bat 
this application was refused, ‘on the ground that instrug. 
tions had been given not to enter for trial any actions in 
the Chancery Division. The plaintiff then applied to 
Hall, V.C., for directions to enter the case for trial, but 
his lordship, having regard to the present state of thy 
business in his court, declined to give any directions, 
Application was then made to the Court of Appeal. The 
court (James and Mellish, L.JJ., and Baggaliay, J.A) 
said that they could not interfere. They had only ap. 
appellate jurisdiction, and no order had been made whieh 
could form the subject of an appeal. And at any rate 
they could not decide a question of so much importang 
upon an ex parte application, The application was after. 
wards renewed upon notice before Hall, V.C., who declined 
to do anything but extend the time for entering the action 
for trial until November. On the 2nd inst. Whitehorn 
applied to the court of appeal with the view of getting an 
appeal from the Vice-Chancellor’s refusal heard before the 
Long Vacation. The court, however, said that the question 
was one of such importance that it must be heard by th 
full court, and this could not be done during the circuits, 
The appeal could not, therefore, be heard until Nevember. 


Costs iv PropaTe ACTIONS TRIED AT THE Assizes.—Ip 
the Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty Division, on the lst 
inst., in the case of Wood y. Browne, which had been tried 
on circuit before Lush, J., Searde, for the plaintiff, moved 
the court to decree probate of the will to the plaintiffs as 
executors, and that they might have the costs of the a 
tion. The will had been contested by the defendants, but 
the jury had found all the issues in favour of the plaintiff, 
G. Browne asked that the defendants might have their 
costs out of the estate. The President of the Division m 
ferred to the provision in ord. 55, that “ where any action 
or issue is tried by a jury the costs shall follow the event, 
unless upon application made at the trial, for good ca 
shown, the jadge before whom such issue is tried, or th 
court, shall otherwise order”; and he expressed hiasar- 
prise that the order had never been referred to in similar 
cases. He ordered probate of the will, but postponed 
question of costs till he had communicated with Lush, J, 
He added that if the latter thought the plaintiff ought 
have his costs the question would not arise, but otherwis 
the effect of ord. 55 would have to be considered. 


Sraikine out Sratement oF CLaim—Prowixity —f 
BARRASSING ALLEGATIONS—DiscrEtIon or JupGE—O 
27, wn. 1; Orv. 19, x. 4.—On the 2nd inst., in a ¢ 
of Watson v. Rodwell, the Court of Appeal affirmed 
refusal by Malins, V.C., of a motion by the defendant 
strike out the whole of the plaintiff's statement of ol 
as being prolix and embarrassing, or, in the alternative, 
order it to be amended so as to raise in a proper way ¢ 
real questions in controversy between the parties. 
statement of claim was a very lengthy document, co 
ing of 120 folios, and containing various “ charges” 
the old style of chancery pleading. The Vioe-Chancel# 
said that (with the exception of one paragraph which 
plaintiff assented to having atruck out) the allegat 
would not bave been improper under the old system, 
that the question would be best raised upon the tax! 
of costs. Bnt he did not rest his decision on this gro 
for he took the statement of claim home with bim 
read it through, and after doing this he oame to the 
clusion that he ought to refuse the application. The 
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ppeal (James and Mellish, L.JJ., and Baggallay, 
fi ate that the Vice-Chancellor had in this way 
exercised 3 judicial discretion in the matter, declined to 
interfere, in accordance with the rule which they laid down 
in Golding v. The Wharton Company (24 W. RB. 423, L. R. 
1 Q. B. D. 374). But they said that, if the Vice- 
Chancellor had decided the case on what they considered 
a wrong principle, they should have reviewed his decision 
—if, for instance, he had based his decision upon the 
notion that the old rules as to equity pleadings were 
still to prevail in the Chancery Division, a notion from 
which they entirely dissented. Lord Justice James said that, 
on the one hand, it was most important that pleadings under 
the new system should not be permitted to become the 
source of oppression and expense, as they were formerly in 
the Court of Chancery ; but, on the other hand, it was very 
undesirable to encourage appeals in matters of mere discre- 
tion. Lord Justice Mellish said that the old system of 
“charges” was intended to be entirely abolished under the 
new rules. The method of pleading was to be the same in all 
the divisions. Facts were to be pleaded, and not evidence, 
and “charges,” which amounted merely to a statement of 
the pleader’s view of the equity of the case, ought to be 
entirely omitted. On the other hand, the pleadings ought 
now to contain a clear statement of the facts on which the 
party relied, in contradistinction to the old common law 
system of pleading. His lordship also said that, if a plead- 
ing was utterly unintelligible, the proper course would be 
to strike out the whole of it, it not being the duty of a 
judge to go through a long statement and settle it word by 
word. Such a course would be a mere waste of judicial time. 








Rebtews. 
TAXES. 


ASxercn or THE History or Taxes tN ENGLAND FROM 
rue Earvigest Times To THE Present Day. By Stepuen 
Dowstt. Vol. 1. Longmans, Green, & Co. 


Mr. Dowell describes his book as “ something between 
a history and the sketch of a history.” In this descrip- 
tiod he hardly does justice to a work which, in many 
parts, from the care and trouble bestowed, deserves 
the name of a history. It is true, however, that the 
execution is unequal; in many places, as we have said, 
the work is full of elaborate detail; in others it amounts 
to little more than an outline. Moreover, its style and 
tone are often rather those of a popular sketch than of a 
serious history. Mr. Dowell is afflicted with an unfor- 
tunate dread of the effect upon his readers of the 
dryness of the subject, and in order to obviate 
this he has adopted what he terms a “style 
of writing . . lighter than that usually adopted in 
treating a fiscal subject.” The effect is sometimes 
rather singular. We take up a book on taxes, and find the 
following statement with reference to Queen Elizabeth : 
“That tall, beautiful, and stately form was supported 
right royally. In a word, Elizabeth had a handsome 
leg.” We turn toan account of the history of the liquor 
laws, and we come upon a statement that the Legislature 
“has chained John Barleycorn and Bacchus to the Gin 
Fiend.” We do not think this particular kind of “ lighter 
style” a success; but the various incidental sketches of 
matters not strictly within the limits of the subject of 
the work—as, for instance, the accounts of the assess. 
ments of movables at different times, as illustrating the 
ordinary contents of houses and the stocks-in-trade of 
different classes of tradespeople, and the accounts of the 
state of agriculture and commerce at particular periods— 
add much to the interest of the book. Persons who are 
not attracted by the subject of the book will find in it 
&@ great deal of curious and amusing information. 
The work, as a whole, seems to us to be one of consid. 
erable value. Much labour has been bestowed upon it, 
&nd the details appears to be accurately stated and care. 
fully arranged. tt is not quite complete. We find, for 
instance, no adequate treatment of the power of taxing 





themselves in Convocation which the clergy preserved 
after they ceased to attendin Parliament. It maybe, 
however, that this is left for treatment in the next 
volume. 








Nuates 


WE REFERRED last week to the opinion expressed by the 
Court of Appeal, in affirming the decision of the Master of 
the Rolls in Taylor v. Taylor, that the learned judge did 
not intend to lay down any general rule that an equitable 
tenant for life cannot petition under the Leases and Sales of 
Settled Estates Act. On the 28th ult., the question came 
before Vice-Chancellor Malins, who said that he did 
not understand Taylor v. Taylor to decide that, in the 
simple case of real estate vested in trustees upon trust to 
receive the rents and pay them to an equitable tenant for 
life, the latter was unable to petition under the Act. He 
thought that the mere fact of trustees being interposed 
made no difference as to the power of tenants for life to 
petition. In the case before him the equitable tenant 
for life was in fact in possession of the estate by 
permission of the trustees, and such a person, he thought, 
clearly came under the words of the 16th section: ‘* Any 
person entitled to the possession or to the receipt of the 
rents and profits, &c-” He thought that a liveral 
construction should be put upon this and all other Acts 
passed for the henefit of real estate and those who were in 
the enjoyment of real estate. 

In the same case the twenty-one days mentioned in ord. 
41, r. 20, of the consolidated orders had not expired. 
The order was nevertheless made; it being stated by the 
registrar that such orders were frequently made before, and 
aang up and dated after, the expiration of ‘the twenty-one 

ays. 


THE INCONVENIENCE of constituting an appellate tribunal 
with an even number of members was strikingly illustrated 
last week in the final result of the case of Anderson v. Morice. 
The action was brought on a policy of insurance upon a 
cargo of rice to be shipped upon a certain vessel at 
Rangoon, which cargo the plaintiff had contracted to pur. 
chase. The ship was lost before the loading was com- 
pleted, and at the trial at Guildhall in February, 1874, it 
was Contended (among other points), that the plaintiff tad 
no insurable interest in the rice, bat the Court of Common 
Pleas (consisting of Lord Coleridge, C.J., Brett, J., and 
Keating, J.), held that he had a sufficient interest in the 
cargo already shipped to maintain the action, since he had 
the option under the contract of electing to accept an in- 
complete cargo (23 W. R. 180, L. R. 10 C. P. 58). The 
majority of the Court of Exchequer Chamber (Bramwell, 
B., Blackburn, J., Lush, J., Pollock, B., and Amphlett, B.) 
reversed this decision, on the ground that while the lading 
was incomplete the plaintiff had no risk, and consequently 
no insurable interest in the rice, Quain, J., being in favour 
of affirming the judgment below (24 W. R. 30, L. R. 10 
C. P. 609). After four days’ elaborate arguments and an 
adjournment for consideration it was found that the law 
lords were equally divided, Lords Chelmsford and Hatherley 
being in favour of the defendant, and Lords O'Hagan aad 
Selborne in favour of the plaintiff. Thus the de- 
cision of the Court of Exchequer Chamber was affirmed, 
there having been seven opinions on the side of the 
defendant, aud six on the side of the plaintiff; but if the 
Court of Common Pleas had been constituted with four 
judges, the judicial numbers would have been juat evenly 
balanced. 


In a Cass OF Highley v. Stansfield, before Vice-Chanceller 
‘Bacon on the 24th ult., a petition had been presented to 
obtain the sanction of the court to the compromise of five 
suits which had been instituted by various parties, Counsel 
in stating the case commented on the fact that no less than 
sixteen consent briefs had been delivered by one or two 


firms of solicitors who rep ted various interests, It 
was contended by counsel for the various parties that the 
interests were distinct and required to be separately repre- 


sented, and that it would not be proper to compromise the 
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tights of parties having interests opposed to each other 
without the aid of counsel for each separate interest. The 
Vice-Chancellor said that the costs incurred in investigating 
and settling the rights of the various parties were un- 
doubtedly properly incurred, but that he could not sanction 
the allowance of even taxed costs for sixteen consent briefs. 
If the parties agreed to it, he should limit the costs of the 
appearance of each set of parties appearing to ten guineas ; 
if not he would hear what they had to say in the matter. 
His lordship’s proposal to allow ten guineas for each set of 
costs was ultimately agreed to. 


In a case recently heard before the Court of Appeal 
a bankruptcy petition had been presented in June, 
1875. It was not heard until June, 1876, when an 
order was made with which the petitioning creditor was 
dissatisfied, and from which he appealed. Evidence was 
given that on two occasions the petitioning creditor's 
solicitor had consented to an adjournment of the hearing of 
the petition on the terms of receiving payments from the 
debtor (in money and aeceptances) for expenses and “ bonus,” 
or consideration, for the adjournment. Upon this ground 
the Court of Appeal (James and Mellish, L.JJ., and 
Baggallay, J.A.) dismissed the appeal, characterizing what 
had taken place as an abuse of the process of the 
court. The court, they sail, had a right to refuse to make 
an adjudication if the petition was being used for an im- 
proper purpose, and their lordships added that, if the solicitor 
had made these arrangements without the knowledge of the 
petitioning creditor, it might render bim liable to very 
serious consequences in a proceeding of a different nature. 


In a case or Re Entwistle, heard on the 27th ult.,an 
attempt was made to show that the proceeds of the sale of 
certain goods had been specifically appropriated to meet the 
bills of exchange which the vendor had drawn upon the 
purchaser for the invoice price of the goods, and for that 
purpose reliance was placed on Frith v. Forbes (11 W. R. 4, 
4DeG.F. & J. 409). The court, however, said that that 
case depended upon the relation of principal and agent, and 
had no application to a case of vendor and purchaser, and 
they affirmed the decision of the registrar that there had 
been no specific appropriation. That the decision in Frith 
v. Forbes depended upon special circumstances was pointed 
out by the Court of Appeal in Robey § Co. v. Oilier (20 
W. R. 956, L. R. 7 Ch. 695), but, as it appears still to be 
misunderstood, it may be useful again to call attention to 
the distinction. ‘ 


In ANOTHER cask oF Re Woods, heard the same day, the 
trustee in a bankraptcy had applied to the court for, and had 
obtained, leave to disclaim within a month a lease which 
had been granted to the bankrupt. The order giving the 
leave was made on the 25th of May. On the 15th of 
June a person, with whom the bankrupt had deposited the 
lease by way of equitable mortgage, gave notice of 
appeal from the order. But, meanwhile, on the 13th of 
June, the trustee had executed a disclaimer of the lease. 
The Court of Appeal held that under these circumstances 
the appeal was too late, and that the appellant ought to 
have applied to stay the execution of the order. So that, 
though the appeal had been presented within the time 
fixed by the rules, it was still too late, inasmuch as the 
bankrupt’s interest in the lease had already been deter- 
mined with the leave of the court. 


On TRE 27TH Ivst., the Court of Appeal affirmed the deci- 
sion of the Chief Judge in Re Sneezum, which we noted ante, 
p. 665, and in so doing decided for the first time a question 
upon which considerable doubt has been entertained as to 


the effect of that provision of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, 
which enables a trustee in tankruptcy to disclaim an 


onerous or unprofitable contract of the bankrupt. This 
power is given to the trustee by section 23, which further 
provides that, on the execution of the disclaimer by the 
trustee, the contract ‘‘shall be deemed to be determined 
from the date of the order of adjudication,” and that, “ any 
person injured by the operation of this section shall be 
deemed a creditor of the bankrupt to the extent of such 
injury, and may accordingly prove the same as a debt under 
the bankruptcy.” By section 24 the trustee is not to be 





OO 
entitled to disclaim when he has been called upon jp 
writing by any person interested to decide whether he wil} 
disclaim or not, and has for twenty-eight days neglected to” 
give notice whether he disclaims or not. Section 25, gyp. 
section 2, gives the trustee power ‘‘to carry on the 
business of the bankrupt so far as may be necessary 
for the beneficial winding up of the same.” Section 
31 provides that (with certain limited exceptions) 
“all debts and liabilities, present or future, cop. 
tain or contingent, to which the bankrupt is snbject at 
the date of the order of adjudication, or to which he may 
become subject during the continuance of the bankruptey by 
reason of any obliga/ion incurred previously to the date of the 
order of “Ujudication, shall be deemed to be debtg 
provable in bankruptcy.” The question which arose jn 
Re Sneezum W88 this :—If the trustee of a bankrupt is called 
upon to say Whether he will or will not disclaim a continu. 
ing contract Of the bankrupt, and he does not disclaim, 
but, on the contrary, goes on performing the contract for 
a time and then abandons it, what is the remedy of the 
other party to the contract? Is the trastee personally 
responsible for damages for the breach of contract, or ig 
the bankrupt’s estate responsible for the fall amount of the 
damages, or is the bankrupt himself responsible, or is the 
injured party only entitled to prove against the estate for 
the damages? The question arose thus in Re Sneezum :— 
The debtor, who was a bnilder of railway wagons, had, 
before his liquidation, enteced into a contract with the 
proprietors of @ colliery to repair and keep in order for 
them a number of railway wagous for a term of years at 
a fixed annual payment per wagon. After the commence. 
ment of the liquidation the trustee was called upon by the 
colliery owners to determine whether he would disclaim 
the contract or not. He did not disclaim it but continued 
to perform it for two years, and then, finding that it would 
no longer be profitable, he gave notice to the colliery 
owners that he would perform it no longer. The 
Chief Judge held that, under these circumstances, 
the only remedy of the colliery Owners was to 
prove against the estate of the debtor for the 
damages arising from the breach of contract, and this 
decision was, after a very full argument, affirmed by the 
Court of Appeal (James and Mellish, LJJ., and 
Baggallay, J.A.). 1t was argued with great force by Mr, 
Benjamin, on behalf of the appellants, that the effect of 
the trustee’s not disclaiming the contract when called upon 
so to do was that he adopted the contract on behalf of the 
estate, i.e., on behalf of the creditors, that it thenceforth 
became a new contract carried on for the benefit and on 
the responsibility of the estate, and that the estate was 
liable, just as executors would be on & contract of their 
testator. Otherwise, it was said, the provision of section 
24, limiting the time within which the trustee could dis- 
claim, would be useless. And, moreover, the fact that a 
right of proof was given in the case where the trastee 
did disclaim justified the inference that it was not 
intended there should be a right of proof when 
he did not disclaim. The court, however, held that 
the old law that an exeoutory contract is not put 
an end to simply by the bankruptcy of one of the parties 
remains unaltered, except so far as it is expressly altered 
by sections 23 and 24, Those sections, however, contain 
nothing to take away the personal liability which, under 
the old law, would have still attached to a bankrupt on 
his executory contracts, except when the trustee disclaims 
the contract. If the trustee did not disclaim, then, but for 
section 31, the bankrupt would have remained liable, just 
as he won!d under the old law, for any breach of & con- 
tinuing contract committed after the adjudication. 
Formerly, there would have been aright of action for the 
breach against the bankrupt personally, but, by section 31, 
a right of proof against his estate is now substituted for 
this right of action, and the bankrupt himself is released. 
If the trustee did not disclaim the contract, but carried it 
on for atime and then abandoned it, the damage thus re- 
sulting was, within section 31, a liability to .which the 
bankrupt ‘‘ became subject during the continuance. of the 
bankruptcy by reason of an obligation inourred previously 
to the date of the order of adjudication,” and was, there. 
fore, provable against the bankrupt’s estate. Section 25 
(sub-section 2) gave the trustee no greater power than an 
assignee in bankruptcy possessed under the old law. 
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PARLIAMENTARY AGENCY. 


Ix he House of Lords on the 29th ult., on the order of the 
day for resuming the adjourned debate on the motion to 


to the report of the select committee on this subject, 

ae Camus took occasion to dwell on the importance 

of having @ recognized bodv of parliamentary agents, and 

noted the evidence of Mr. Theodore Martin and other 

authorities with respect to the expediency of having an 

alteration made in the system of dividing profits as between 
those agents and solicitors. e 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR said that after the time which 
had elapsed since the subject had been brought under the 
notice of the public he had no wish to place himself in a 

ition of antagonism, with reference to it, to his noble friend, 
By whom the private business of the House was conducted 
with so much efficiency and wisdom. He had received a 
number of communications on the subject, almost all of 
which were directed to the point of the division of profits 
between parliamentary agents and solicitors. Mr. Theodore 
Martin seemed to think the division of profits very 
objectionable, and if he were a parliamentary agent 
he would probably be of the same opinion, because if they 
were not divided the parliamentary agents would get the 
whole of them. His noble friend had not heard what the 
law societies of London and Liverpool had to say on the 
other side, and if it was a perfectly well-understood thing, 
as it was, that between the country and the town solicitors 
there might be a division of fees, he could see no good 
reason why there should not be a similar division between 
country solicitors and parliamentary agents. There was 
besides the difficulty, or rather the impossibility, of en- 
forcing any rule which might be made on the subject ; for, 
ifit were deemed desirable by those concerned that the 
= should be divided, a way of doing so would readily be 
found. 

The Earl of Campgrpown contended that there was 
no analogy between the case of the country and town 
solicitor and thit of the former and the parliamentary 
agent, and that the rule in question could be very easily en- 
forced. 

The report was agreed to. 


In the House of Commons, on Wednesday, Mr. Ratkrs 
said he proposed, on a notice somewhat of the shortest, to 
call attention to the subject of parliamentary agency. The 
necessities of the case made it inconvenient for the chair- 
man of the other House and himself to take part in the 
deliberations of a committee or to devote attention to the 
matter at an early period of the session, and the delay 
which had occurred was therefore unavoidable. It was 
impossible for him to indicate to the House the line he 
proposed to take until Saturday, when he placed the notice 
on thé paper. Though he thought it desirable that the 
report of the joint-committee should be discussed before 
the close of the session, he did not propose to press for a 
decision upon it considering the shortness of the notice. 
There were three principal matters with which the report 
dealt—first, the constitution of the roll of practitioners ; 
secondly, the mode of ascertaining the fitness of persons to 
practise; and, thirdly, the question of the division 
of profits between agents and solicitors, With regard 
to the constitution of the roll, it was above all things 
desirable that Parliament should not be suspected of the 
design of depriving any man of the means of earning an 
honest livelihood, and the question was how to reconcile 
the interest of the public with individual interests. He 
did not think there woald be much difference of opinion 
as to the proposal that there should be a recognized body 
of parliamentary agents. It was desirable, therefore, to 
lay down a rule by which the status of parliamentary agents 
might be determined. The proposition of the committee 
was that the roll should, in the first instance, comprise the 
names of all persona who, during this or the preceding Par- 
liament, had conducted any private Bill through both 
Houses, and such other gentlemen as the chairman of the 
House of Lords and the Speaker of the Honse of Commons 
miight consider to have a special right to be placed upon it. 
Representations hed been made to him on behalf of the 
solicitors of the great railway companies, whose work was 
80 heavy that they usually delegated to regular parlia- 
meotary agents the conduct of Bills. It seemed bat fair 
that these gentlemen should not be excladed on account 





of the largeness of their business, and he had no doubt 
that their case would be considered by the chairman of 
the other Honse and the Speaker. Another point here 
arose as to the question of opposition. With regard to 
that the committee were unanimously of opinion that 
any person should be allowed to conduct opposition to 
a Bill, though in certain cases it would be de- 
sirable that an expert should be employed. The second 
important point to which the report called attention was 
a test of fitness for the future. And here he must admit 
there was a strange irony in fate when he, who had never 
hesitated to say that he had no confidence in any examina- 
tion as a test of fitness, found himself advocating examina- 
tion in this instance. He thought that a much more 
effectual test would be service in the office of an experi- 
enced person ; but that was open to the serious objection 
that it woald confine to a few, who would be able to exact 
large fees, the business of educating their successors, and 
that a monopoly would be created. The apprenticeship 
test was therefore abandoned. They had therefore to fall 
back on examination, and though he had no great confi- 
dence in any examination as a test of general fitness, there 
could be no doubt, where the special knowledge of an ex- 
pert was required, it was much easier to apply this tost 
successfully than in a wider field. It was stated by the 
taxing master of the House of Lords, who had an experi- 
ence of forty or fifty years, that he could find ont in ten 
minutes whether a person was versed in parliamentary pro- 
cedure or not. Agents originally were not solicitors, but 
elerks of the House, and when in 1836 it was decided that 
clerks of the House should no longer practise as agents, 
many of them surrendered their clerkships in order to 
practise as before. Some of the best parliamentary agents 
had not been solicitors at all, and therefore it was thought 
desirable that Parliament should institute a test of special 
fitness of its own, which would enable persons who were 
not solicitors, or who had not been called to the bar, to 
practise as agents. A much more vexed question was as 
to the division of profits. A country solicitor believed 
himself capable of doing anything, and he would probably 
be very unfit for his business if he did not; he conducted 
cases through the courts of chancery, common law, and 
bankruptcy, and therefore he considered himself capabla of 
conducting a private Bill through Parliament. The 
committee were of a different opinion, and had come to 
the conclusion that parliamentary agents should not 
divide the fees with solicitors for duties which the latter 
were nos capable of performing. Country solicitors 
who employed parliamentary agents were entitled 
under the present system to half the fees, because if 
in London they maintained that they conld conduct 
the Bills themselves and have the eatire fees. Bat if 
special fitness was required, the case was considerably 
altered. The work was practically done by one maa, but 
the country solicitor was entitled to make a charge over 
and above what was paid to the parliamentary agent. Sup- 
pose the fee was ten guineas for drawing a Bill, the country 
solicitor would receive seven guineas for doing nothing, 
besides half the ten guineas charged for the drawing of the 
Bill. That was not an equitable practice, and it was 
injurious in other ways, because the agent was obliged to 
make charges, such as for attendance, which otherwise he 
would not do, so that both client and agent suffered. A Bill 
affecting the interests of a very important borough wa 

introduced ; it was promoted by the town clerk, who was 
paid by salary, not by fees. The town clerk, however, made 
u charge upon the parliamentary agent, who, thinking him 
to be a customer it would not be wise to disoblige, paid him 
100 guineas out of his fee. The matter was brought hefore 
the town coungil, which ordered the money to be paid into 
the borough fund. This practice of dividing fees was one 
which ought not to be allowed to continue. The hon. 
member quoted from a memorial which had been presented 
by a considerable body of parliamentary agents in sup- 
port of this view, and proceeded to say that he had no 
wish to push the matter forward at the present in op- 
position to the wish of any considerable number of members 
of the House. At the same time it was a matter of much 
importance, and the settlement of it ought not to be delayed 
longer than was absolutely necessary. There could be no 
doubt that for the ae segs of a parliamentary agent 
certain special qualifications were necessary; but it was 
equally important that agents should be men in whose char- 





: 786 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


Aug. 5, 1876, 








acter implicit trust could be placed. Another point of im- 
portance was that in both Houses definite rules of procedure 
should be laid down and followed. Inthe House of Lords 
there were no such rules at present, for the obvious reason 
that Lord Redesdale wasa sort of embodied code, but the 
noble lord was mortal, and it was important that the results 
of his long experience and wide knowledge should be 
gathered together for the guidance of those who might suc- 
ceed him. While he was willing for the present to postpone 
the consideration of this question, he hoped the House 
would not allow the result ot much unprejudiced and pains- 
taking labour on the part of the committee to be lost to the 
country. The hon. member concluded by moving the first 
of the following series of resolutions :— 

“1. That this House, having considered the report of 
the Joint-Committee on Parliamentary Agency, is of 
opinion that itis desirable to lay down more definite rules 
respecting the practice of parliamentary agency, and the 
Tegulation of the conduct of parliamentary agents. 
2. That, in the opinion of this House, the efficient conduct 
of private Bills through Parliament will be further secured 
by the establishment of some standard of general and 
special fitness in the case of persons seeking hereafter to 
be admitted to practise as parliamentary agents. 3. That 
this House, having regard to the objects sought to be 
attained by the establishment of the existing scale of fees 
for parliamentary agents, considers that the division 
between agents and solicitors of profits obtained by ser- 
vices rendered by the former to the latter is contrary to 
the intention of Parliament in fixing that scale. 4. That 
Mr. Speaker be requested, in concert with the authorities 
of the other House of Parliament, to frame rules to give 
effect to these resolutions.” 

Sir J. M‘Kenna moved as an amendment to the first 
resolution, ‘“‘That at this late period of the session, and 
without further time for the consideration of the report of 
the joint-committee, it is not expedient to delegate the 
powers of Parliament for the purpose of constituting par- 
liamentary agency asa distinct profession.” The hon. mem- 
ber said the subject of this report only came under the 
consideration of hon. members within the last forty-eight 
hours, and the subject to which it referred was too great to 
be satisfactorily dealt with after so short a period for 
thought concerning it, and at the fag-end of the se-sion. 
There was much in the details of the report to which he ob- 
jected, and among other things that, if carried into effect, it 
would create an entirely new profession, a proceeding con- 
trary to the policy which the Legislature had pursued under 
analogous circumstances, as in the case of the proctors in the 
consistorial courts. No less an authority than the Lord 
Chancellor had expresed an opinion that many of the de- 
tails of the schene were fraught with danger, and that 
alone ought to decide the House not to proceed further with 
the business in the present session. 

Sir W. Haxcovrt thought the statement of the chairman 
of ways and means was one which would satisfy all persons 
interested in the matter that the intention of the select 
committee was to deal fairly with all the interests involved. 
It would also satisfy hon. members that the subject was too 
large a one to be satisfictorily settled at this late period of 
the session. One feature which he missed from the speech 
of his hon. friend was any statement of the grievances which 
called for an alteration of the present system. During the 
time when he practised at the parliamentary bar he always 
found the agents to be men of capacity and integrity, and he 
had come to the conclusion that in a parliamentary agent it 
was not so much capacity as character that was required, and 
this could not be given by any system of examination such 
a8 was proposed in the report of the select committee. While 
he did not approve the system of agents and solicitors 
dividing the fees, he did not think any rule that might be 
drawn would put a stop to it. Ifa solicitor had business to 
offer to an agent, he would always make his own terms 
on the same principle that publishers, for instance, regulated 
their trade allowances. He hoped the further proceeding 
would be postponed for the present session, 

Mr. Cxoss said the House was indebted to the joint-com. 
mittee for the attention they bad given to this subject, and 
to the chairman of ways and means for the very clear 
way in which he had stated the proposals of the committee. 
The question was one closely affecting a very large body of 
most respectable men, who, in all fairnéss, ought to have 
an opportunity of fully considering the report before it 
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was discussed and decided upon by Parliament. He 
therefore suggested that both resolution and amendment 
should be withdrawn. 

Mr. Dopson and Mr. KNATCHBULL-HuGEssen took | 
similar view. 

Mr. CuaRr.zy suggested that before the matter came og 
for discussion the rules should be drawn up, in order that 
they might be considered by the persons interested. 

Dr. KenEaLy hoped steps would be taken to deorengg 
the enormous expense which at present attended the pro 
gress of private Bills. 

Sir J. M‘Kenna expressed his readiness to withdraw his 
amendment. 

Mr. ANDERSON pointed out that, as the proposals stood, 
they would exclude law agents in Scotland from practising 
as parliamentary agents, 

Mr. RatkEs promised attention to this point before the 
matter was again brought on for discussion, 

Mr. M‘LaRen pointed out that the description lay 
agents had been substituted for that of solicitors through 
the instramentality of Lord Advocate Young, in 1873, 
and remarked that, unless the suggestion of the hon. mem. 
ber for Glasgow was adopted, a great injustice would by 
done. 

Mr. Catuan complained of the enormoas amount of 
parliamentary fees. 

After a few words from Mr. Leita and Mr. Sracpootg, 

Mr. Ropwett said that the best mode of reducing 
the expenses of private legislation was to employ well 
qualified, competent, and honest agents. 

The amendment and motion were then withdrawn. 





——— 


General Carresponvence. 


Certiricatge Durty. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—It has always appeared to me to be an unreason. 
able thing to tax one branch of one of the learned pro. 
fessions, and to allow all the rest to exercise their 
callings unburthened, and that barristers, clergymen, and 
physicians should be exempt, while solicitors pay their 
£9 5s. or £6 5s. a year to entitle them to practise. 

But supposing that there should be some recondite 
cause which has escaped my notice for taxing the solicitor 
and not the others, I fail to see how the difference in 
the amounts paid by London and country solicitors can 
any longer be justified. Since the Judicature Acts the 
country solicitor does for himself in the country all tho 
acts, and takes all those proceedings, which were pre 
viously effected by the London solicitor in town, and in 
respect of which it may be supposed the higher rate of 
duty was paid. The London solicitor now possesses n0 
advantage over his country brethren, and the differene 
in the tax ought to have been abolished last November, 
or better still the unfair duty repealed altogether. 

The law societies would be doing their duty, and 
earning the gratitude of the profession they ought t 
represent, by taking this subject vigorously in hand, and 
@ proper action would probably at least get the duties 
equalized before the next payment. 

The fact is, as was remarked by one of the speakers 
at the annual meeting of the Incorporated Law Society 
the other day, solicitors are a very disunited body, and 
very careless of their interests, and it is just this supine 
ness and indifference which ought to be shaken off, and 
I write this letter to attract attention to the subject, 
and in the hope that it will be followed by some active 
and energetic steps towards the rectification or abolition 
of the solicitor’s certificate duty. Wituiam Rove. 

10, Moorgate-street, E.0., Aug. 2. 





Jury Tatas tn Lonpon aNp WestMInster. 
[ 'o the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 
Sir,—A suggestion ocours to me, to which I ask yout 
leave to give publicity. It is oné which I believe could 
not fail to lighten these lists for the fatare. 
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vussidela 
“Jy 10 & 20 Vict. ©. 108 (the County Courts Act, 1868), 


«. 26, after issue joined in actions of contract where 
the claim on the writ does not exceed £50, or the dispute is 
t within that sam either by admitted set-off or 
yment, either party can obtain an order at chambers to 
i such cause “tried in any county court,” and the re- 
galt is reported to the superior court, where jadgment is 
signed thereon. Now I have no doubt whatever that a 
fourth part, or probably a larger proportion, of the remanets 
in Middlesex come under this provision, bat neither party, 
from various reasons, desires to or will apply for a trial 
in the county court. . : 

In the interest of the suitors I suggest that the practice 
of the Probate and Divorce Division should be followed, 
and that before setting down an action of contract so 
triable in a county court it should be compulsory on the 
practitioner to apply at chambers for directions as to 
érial. Were this done, all the trumpery actions frequently 
noticed by judges would be kept out of the list, and suffi- 
cient time would be left for trying larger cases, and with- 
out injustice to avy suitors ; as, where, though small in 
amount, any substantial question had to be tried, the 
cause would be retained in the High Court. 

Under the County Courts Act, 1867 (ss. 7, 10), defend- 
ants can readily enough get causes transferred to the 
county court, bat, except under the latter section, affecting 
torts, this power is not much used. 

It may be said that, in the cave I suggest, suitors can 

in in the county courts, but there the heavy court fees, 
described by the Judicature Commissioners’ second report 
as “exorbitant,” have a serious effect, and until a prima 
facie case is shown requiring some trial the process of the 
High Court is, beyond doubt, best for the suitor; and 
both parties, for different reasons, prefer the final jadg- 
ment of the High Court. G. MANLEY WETHERFIELD. 

1, Gresham-buildings, E.C., Aug. 2. 








Appotnturents, Ete. 


Mr. Joun Bisuor, barrister, has been appointed Stipen- 
diary Magistrate at Merthyr Tydvilin che place of Mr. 
Albert De Rutzen, appointed a police magistrate for the 
metropolis. Mr. Bishop is the eldest son of Mr. John Rees 
Bishop, of Dollgarreg, Carmarthenshire. He was born in 
1830, and was educated at Uaius College, Cambridge, where 
he took the usual degrees. He was called to the bar at the 
Inner Temple in Easter Term, 1853, and formerly practised 
on the South Wales Circuit and the Carmarthenshire 
Sessions. Mr. Bishop is a magistrate for Carmarthenshire. 


Mr. Joun Hassarp, solicitor, of 28, Great George-street, 
Westminster, has been appointed Principal Registrar of the 
Province of Canterbury, in the place of the late Mr. Francis 
Hart Dyke. Mr. Hassard was admitted a solicitor in 1853, 
and is in partnership with Mr. Arthur James Day. He is 
also registrar of the diocese of Canterbury and apparitor of 
the Consistory Court of London, and his firm are London 
secretaries to the Bishops of Exeter, Rochester, and Peter- 
borough, 


The Hon. Luwis Cuarves Innes, judge of the Madras 
High Court, has been elected Vice-Chancellor of the Uni- 
versity of Madras. 


Mr, Freperick Oxxey, solicitor, of 8, Crosby-square, has 
‘been appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the 
Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Mr. Ernest Joun TREVELYAN, barrister, has been ap- 
pointed to act as a Police Magistrate at Calcutta during the 
absence of Mr. P. D. Dickens. Mr. Trevelyan was called 
to the bar at the Middle Temple in Hilary Term, 1873. 


Mr. Jounn Warts, solicitor (of the firm of Watts & Son), 
of St. Ives and Ramsey, has been appointed a Perpetual 
missioner for taking the Acknowledgments of Deeds by 
Married Women for Huntingdonshire and Cambridgeshire. 


_ Mr. Roserr Tuomas Wrace, of No. 7, Great St. Helen’s, 
in the City of Iondon, and of Leyton, Essex, has been ap- 


nary a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme 
urt of Judicature. 








Obituarp. 


MR. BENJAMIN HARDY, Q.C. 


Mr. Benjamin Hardy, Q.C., died at his residence, 8, 
Upper Avenue-road, St. John’s-wood, on the 30th ult., at 
the age of sixty-sight. Mr. Hardy was born in 1808, and 
was called to the bar at Gray’s-inn in Hilary Term, 1836, 
but he subsequently migrated to Lincoln’s-inn, of which 
society he was a bencher at the time of his death. He 
practised as an equity draftsman and coaveyancer, and 
he had for many years avery extensive junior business, 
and a large number of pupils. Mr. Hardy received a 
silk gown from Lord Chelmsford in 1866, but we believe 
he never attached himself to any coart, and for some time 
the condition of his health had to a great extent precluded 
him trom continuing to practise. 








Sucieties. 


LAW ASSOCIATION. 


At the usual monthly meeting of the directors held at 
the Hall of the Incorporated Law Society, Chancery-lane, 
on Thursday, the 3rd inst., the following being present, 
viz.:—Mr. Nelson (chairman), and Messrs. Carpenter, 
Hedger, Kelly, Lovell, Parkin, Sawtell, and Boodle 
(secretary), four grants amounting to £32 were made to 
the widows and daughters of deceased non-members, and 
the ordinary business was transacted. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
PARLIAMENTARY AGENTS. 


The following petition was presented’ in the House of 
Commons by Mr. Gregory on Tuesday :— 

The humble petition of the Incorporated Law Society of 
the United Kingdom, sheweth :— 

1. That your petitioners, as representing the practising 
solicitors of the United Kingdom, have considered the 
report of the joint select committee of the House of Lords 
and the House of Commons on parliamentary ageney. 

2. That, in the opinion of your petitioners, the profes- 
sion of a parliamentary agent is essentially of a legal 
character, and requires an accurate acquaintance, not only 
with particular branches of law, but with the general 
principles and practice of the law, besides an acquaint- 
ance with the practice of Parliament, and a sound know- 
ledge of parliamentary drafting. 

3. That the duties of a parliamentary agent are no more 
distinct from those of a barrister or solicitor than those of 
a barrister devoting himself to common law business are 
distinguished from those of a barrister devoting himself to 
chancery business, or than those of a solicitor confining 
himself principally to conveyancing and chancery business 
are distinct from those of a solicitor practising chiefly in 
bankruptcy and criminal law. 

4. That in each of the above cases the barrister and 
solicitor is required to pass an examination in general law 
before he is allowed to devote himself to any one branch of 
the profession. 

5. That parliamentary agents shoald, in like manner, be 
required to pass the examination to which a barrister or 
solicitor is subject; and in that case, in order to test his 
proficiency in parliamentary practice, questions can be 
proposed at the examinations for admission to the bar or to 
the roll of solicitors in that branch, as is now the case in 
all other branches of law. 

6. That if all parliamentary agents in future are bar- 
risters or solicitors, there can be no difficulty in a candi- 
date becoming a pupil or an artioled clerk to a parliamentary 
practitioner for all or part of his educational period, in the 
same way asa pupil now studies, or is articled, with a 
barrister or solicitor practising in the particular branch to 
which he wishes eventually to devote himself. 

7. That the Council of Legal Education, and the Council 
of the Incorporated Law Society, would always be able to 
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provide qualified examiners in parliamentary as in every 
other branch of practice. 

8. Thata general examination by the Civil Service Com. 
missioners, followed by a specisl examination in parlia- 
mentary practice only, would not be calculated to insure so 
general a knowledge of law as is necessary for a par- 
liamentary agent, although it is quite possible that there 
may be exceptional cases of first-rate ability without any 
test whatever. 

9. That the proposed restriction to barristers and soli- 
citors of the right to practise cannot be considered, in any 
way, as * monopoly, since it is open to any one to enter one 
or other of these professions, and it is not proposed to 
interfere with any parliamentary agents at present prac- 
tising, nor to adopt a different rule with regard to Scot- 
land. 

10. That solicitors are subject to heavy taxes on articlea 
of clerkship, admission, and practice, and it is not 
reasonable that practitioners in Parliament should be 
exempt from similar charges. 

11. That it is undesirable to create an entirely new pro- 
fession for the purpose of engaging in a particular branch 
of legal business, and the Legislature has acted in that 
view by opening to the whole profession the peculiar and 
technical duties formerly performed by proctors, a step 
which bas proved most advantageous to the public. 

12. That although, if there be special restrictions whereby 
the number of parliamentary agents may become very limited, 
it may reasonably be presumed that such limited number 
would probably be better acquainted with the practice, and 
give less trouble to the officers of the Houses of Parliament, 
than a larger number of practitioners, yet it would be no 
more for the benefit of the public to create such a mo- 
nopoly than to limit the number of practitioners in the 
other branches of the law. 

13. That the tendency of practice is to concentrate 
itself, to a great extent, in the hands of those known to be 
mo:t efficient to each particular branch; but many good 
reasons prevail to render the employment of more general 
practitioners advantageous in numerous cases, and this latter 
course should not be restricted by exceptional legislation 
tending to confine the business to a favoured few. 

14. That in the report of a select committee of the 
House of Commons in 1835, the committee expressed an 
© icion that evil instead of good would accrue to the com- 
munity if anything approaching to a monopoly or restric- 
tion of the number of agents should be produced under the 
recommendation they had offered. 

15. That although a scale of maximum charges may 
reasonably be imposed on parliamentary agents, it is con- 
trary to good policy, the principle of freedom of contract, 
and the interests of the public, to interfere with private 
arrangements as to agency or diminished charges, so 
long as such charges are not shared by unqualified prac- 
titioners. 

16. That the practice of dividing charges between the 
eountry solicitor and the London sgent has prevailed, 
without objection, for many centuries in chancery, common 
law, bankruptcy, and in appeals to the House of Lords 
and Privy Council, and, of late, in probate and divorce 
bariness, and that there is no distinction between these 
cases and that of a parliamentary agent, the country 
sicitor being as dependent on his London agent in 
points of practice in common law, chancery, aud probate 
«o%% 2% the solicitor is on his agent in parliamentary 
Cases, 

17. That inasmuch as special roles for regulating the 
admission and practice of parliamentary agents may very 
materially affect the large body of barristers and solicitors, 
they should be afforded a reasonable opportunity of con- 
sdering and submitting their views upon any such 
proposed rules, and that this is in aceordance with the 
precedent of 1435, when a considerable time clapsed between 
the preventation of the report and its adoption. 

oar petitioners therefore hambly pray your right 
honourable House that in any regolations that may be 
mace with regard to proceedings on any petition or Bill, a 
provision be inserted to the effect that, with the exception 
A existing parliamentary agents, none but barristers, soli- 
citort, and writers to the signet shall be qualified to sot as 
per! amentary agents. 
That no probibition be inserted in any such regulations 





against the division of professional charges between the _ 


parliamentary agent and any qualified practitioner. 

That before any such regulations be confirmed by your 
right honourable House your petitioners may have an op.. 
portunity of being heard thereon. 

And your petitioners will ever pray, &c. 


Annuac Provinciat Merrixe. 


The following circular has been issued :— 

Dear Sir,—I am directed by the council to inform you 
that the annual provincial meeting of this society, for the 
present year, will be held in the Divinity School, 
Clarendon-bnuildings, Oxford, on Wednesday and Thursday, 
the 4th and 5th of October next. 

The proceedings will be as follows : — 

Wednesday, 4th October.—The president will take the 
chair at 11 a.m., and address the meeting. After the ad- 
dress of the president, papers contributed by members of 


the society will be read and discussed. The meeting will 


adjourn at 1.30. It will be resumed at 2 30, and be closed 
at 4.30 o’clock. In the evening there will be a dinner in 
Christchurch Hall, the tickets for which will be £1 1s, 
each. 

Thursday, 5th October.—The meeting will be resumed at. 
11 a.m., when the reading of papers, and tue discussion 
thereon, will be continued until 4.30 p.m., with the excep- 
tion of an interval of adjournment between 1.30 and 2.30 

.m. 
. Arrangements will be made to enable the members to 
visit the various objects of interest connected with the 
university and the neighbourhood. 

The honorary secretaries of the Oxford committee, Mr, 
F. P. Morrell and Mr. Walter Peppercorn, both of Oxford, 
will be happy to give any further information with regard 
to the meeting on application to them. 

Should you wish to attend the meeting, I am directed to 
ask you to communicate with me not later than the 10th of 
August next, and to state at the same time whether you 
intend to be present at the dinner, in order that the best ar- 
ie for the convenience of the members may be 
made. 


If you are desirous of reading a paper at the meeting you 
must be good enough to send it to me, to be laid before the 
committee, on or before the 11th of September next. 

Subject to the control of the chairman, each gentleman 
attending the meeting will be at liberty to speak, and to 
vote upon any matter under discussion ; but all resolutions, 
expressive of the sentiments of the meeting, will be framed’ 
in the form of recommendations or requests, only, to the 
council to take the subjects of such resolutions into their 
consideration.—I am, dear Sir, Yours faithfully, 

E. W. Wixiiamson, Secretary. 


ASSOOITATION FOR THE REFORM AND CODI.-. 
FICATION OF THE LAW OF NATIONS. 


ASSIMILATION O¥ THE LAWs AND Practice or BILLs or 
EXCHANGE, 


At a meeting of the commission appointed at the Hague 
to consider the best method to effect the assimilation of 
the laws and practice of bills of exchange, it was resolved 
to address s letter to eminent jurists and to the chambers 
of commerce, pointing out the principal points of conflict 
in the laws and practice of different countries, and inviting 
them to express an opinion on the questions raised in the 
paragraphs submitted for their consideration ; and request- 
ing them to state what, if any, observations they may 
deem desirable to make on the sabject of each paragraph. 

1. Capacity of Parties toa Bill of Kxchunge—Disability 
of Minors.—All the different systems concur in principle, 
bat the period of majority differs in different States, the 
tendency of nearly all the present systems “7 | to adopt 
the age of twenty-one years aa the period of majority.. 
The Spanish law, however, still maintains the period of 
twenty-five years. 

A liability inourred by an infant is, under nonrly all the 
systems, voldable, not void, 

Married women come under the samo disabilities as in- 
fants, namely, that the contract on their part is voidablo ; 
bat the Code de Commerce, art. 113; the Italian code, 
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art. 199; ani the Spanish code, art. 434, empower women 
to contract, but not by means of a bill of exchange. 

The laws of England, of Scotland, and of the United 
States concur in rendering the contract as against a 
woman absolutely void. 

2, The Form of a Bill of Exchangz.—Tho law of the 
German empire, art. 4, 8. 1; the laws of Hungary, 
Austria, and Russia; the code of Zurich ; and the laws 
of Sweden and Norway and Denmark, make it obligatory 
to insert, on the face of the instrumant, the words “ Bill 
of Exchange, Wechsel, Lettre de Change.’’ 

The Code de Commerce (France), and the systems based 
upon the same ; the Belgian law, 20 May, 1872; the laws 
of England, and of the United States, do not make this 
obligatory. 

3. The Consideration Value (Valeur).—The codes of Ger- 
many, Austria, Hungary, Russia; Belgium, art. 1, 1872; 
the laws of England and the United States ; those of Russia, 


. Poland, and Denmark, do not require that the word “ value” 


(valewr) or any equivalent expression should be stated on 
the face of the Bill itself, nor in any subsequent indorse- 
ment. 

The Code de Commerog, art. 110, on the contrary ; those 
of Spain, art. 429; Italy, art. 196; Portugal. art. 321 ; 
Brazils, art. 354; and the systems based on these codes, 
render it obligatory that the term valeur recue be stated. 

4. Bills payable to Bearer.—The lews of England, of the 
United States, and of Denmark permit the issuing of a 
bill of exchange payable to bearer or to order. 

The German law, art. 7; the Code de Commerce, art. 
112; Cod. Com. Ital., art. 198; Cod. Com. Espan., art. 
438; the Commercial Code of Holland, art. 102; including 
the Rassian rules on bills of exchange, art. 297, forbid 
the issuing of bills of exchange to bearer. 

Blank Indorsement.—The German law, art. 12 ; the laws 
of England and Scotland ; of the United States; the Bel- 
gian law, 20 May, 1872, art. 27; the Portuguese code, 
arts. 354 and 356; that of Hungary; the Rassian law ; 
the Danish law ; and the Austrian code, permit indorse- 
ment in blank ; 

Whilst the Italian code, art. 223; the Code de Com- 
merce, art. 137; and the Spanish code, art. 467, prohibit 
such, giving only a partial validity to such indorsement, 
or even (Spanish code) forbidding recovery. 

6. Indorsement after Due Date.—All the various codes and 
laws give to an indorsement after due date the effect of a 
simple cession, that is, an assigament with equities attach- 


ing. 

“The German Jaw, art. 16, makes this distinction—that, 
where due protest has been made, the right to indorse as be- 
fore due date continues. 

7. Due Date (Echéance).—The Code de Commerce 
pune), art. 129; that of Spain, art. 439; the laws of 
Englan 1; of the United States ; the Belgian law, art. 20; 
the Italian code, art. 216; the Portuguese code, art. 370; 
and the Hungarian law, all allow the drawing of a bill at 
Wsance ; 

Whilst the German law, art. 30; and the Austrian law, 
have abolished all reference to usance. 

8. Days of Grace.—The laws of all countries allow days 
of grace, these varying from three to fourteen days ; whilst 
Weances Vary from fourteen days to three months. 

The German law, art, 33, has abolished days of grace. 

9. Duplicates, Copies.—The German law, art. 67 3 the 

e de Commerce, art. 147 ; the Belgian law, art, 57; the 

Italian code, art. 232 ; and the codes based on these laws 
do not require the annulling clause to be inserted on the 
face of the bill of exchange ; 

Whilst the laws of England, and those of the United 


, do require this, 
10, Acceptance.—What constitutes acceptance varies 
Greatly in different countries. 
he German law, art, 21; the French code, art. 122 ; 


ine Spanish code, art, 461; the Portuguese code, art. 336 
of Brazil, art. 394; the Belgian law, arte. 7 and 16; 
laws of most of the Swiss cantons; and the Datoh 
code, require that the acceptance be expressed by the word 
r » OF BOmMe equivalent term, 

he law of Kngland (1 & 2 Geo. 4, 0. 78) limits thie to 
billa only, The American law permite verbal 
Sooeptance, though a holder may insiat on the acceptance 
belag in writing ; wrongful detention over twenty-four 





hours, by the law of Spain and several of the South 
American codes, being deemed acceptance. 

According to the Danish and Swedish laws retention is 
construed to mean refasal. 

11. Dishonour for Non-acceptance.—The German law, 
art. 25; and the Austrian law; the Code de Commerce 
pags art. 120; the Belgian law, art. 10; the Italian 

om. Code, art. 207 ; the Spanish Com. Code, art. 465 ; most 
of the cantons of Switzerland ; and most of the laws and. 
codes of South America, require security to be given in case 
of dishonour for non-acceptance ; 

Whilst the laws of England, those of the United States of 
America, those of Sweden and Denmark, the Hungari 
code, the Finland code, and some of the South American 
States, give to the holder on dishonour or non-acceptance 
an immediate right of action for payment. 

12. Notice of Dishonowr.—Notice to antecedent parties is 
required, both on non-acceptance and non-payment, accord- _ 
ing to the laws of England, the United States, Russia, 
Bolivia, and Brazils ; 

Whilst the Code de Commerce (France), arts. 173 and 
175; the German law, art. 45; the Spanish code, art. 
522; the Chilian; the Argentine; and the Italian code,. 
require protest. 

The e de Commerce requires that, within fourteen 
days and further period, according to the distantia Joci, after 
protest, poeetee be taken against antecedent parties ; 
each successive indorser having the same period of delay 
allowed to him. 

The German law differs from the French law, and adapts 
in part the rule of the Dutch and Portuguese codes, render- 
ing notice necessary to protect any claim for interest, re- 
exchange, and to protect against any claim for damages ; it 
likewise limits the time within which proceedings have to be 
instituted. 

13. Limitrtionof Action—Time of Prescription.—The law 
in regard to limitation of actions varies greatly in different 
countries: —The German law prescribes three months, six 
months, and eighteen months, according to place. Code 
de Commerce (France), art. 189, five years ; Belgian code, 
art. 82, five years ; Portuguese, art. 323, and Spanish codes, 
art. 557, four years; Italian code, art. 282, five years; 
German law, art. 77, three years, against the acceptor. 
As against other parties:—The Datch code, arts. 206— 
207, ten years; Hungary, two years; England, six years; 
United States, various. 

There are other points of difference in regard to the laws 
of bills of exchange, but which at present it is not deemed 
advisable to discuss, and their consideration will remain 
over for a fature occasion. 

(Signed) Travers Twiss, D.C.L., Chairman ; 
H. D. Jencxsn, Seoretary 
of the Hague Commission. 





The Scotsman announces the death of Mr. Thomas: 
Barclay, sheriff and commissary-clerk, Fifeshire, at his 
residence, Bonneville House, Cupar-Fife, on Sunday even- 
ing. The deceased gentleman was eighty-foar years of 
age. He studied at the Edinburgh University, and was 
appointed town olerk of Kinghorn ia 1816, lieatenancy- 
clerk for Fifeshire in 1837, commissary-clerk in 1838, and 
sheriff-clerk in 1847. 


“(,"" writes to the Times:—* Lord Coleridge was at con- 
siderable pains on Thursday in endeavouring to satisfy the 
House of Lords of che groundlessness of the * alleged block * 
in the business of the law courts, and went so far as to 
state that since the Judicature Acts came into operation 
every action had been tried within three months of its being 
entered. Even if the latter remark had been confived to 
what were formerly the common law courts, I should be 
inclined to doubt the accuracy of his lordship's information, 
but surely his lordship did not intend the statement to 
apply to the Chancery Division of the High Coart of Justice > 
Hie Tordsbip has a taste for statistios, and I take the liderty 
of suggesting that his next attempt should be ia ascertain- 
ing and satisfying himself of the proportion of actions 
other than ‘short’ or consent actions tried during the 
current within three months of their being set down 
in the Chancery Division, | will not anticipate the resalt ; 


but the information will be both interesting and useful.” 
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Legal News. 


Many of our readers will learn with regret of the death, 
on the 28th ult., of Mr. Robert Farre Dalrymple, one of the 
members of the firm of Pircham, Dalrymple, Drake, & Co., 
-of Parliament-street. 

It is stated that out of 200 public Bills introduced into 
the House of Commons this session only thirty-six had re- 
ceived the Royal assent up to the close of last week. During 
the same period 140 local Bills had become law. 


Mr. Justice Grove, in seutencing a prisoner at the Glouces- 
ter Assizes on Thursday, said thatintemperance had destroyed 
large numbers of er: and at its present rate of increase 
would in time destroy the country itself. He characterized 
as rubbish the cry of ‘‘ robbing a poor man of his beer,” and 
said that intoxicating drink was totally unnecessary. 


The Chicago Legai News is responsible for the following : 
—It was in Omaha. A lawyer was addressing the judge, and 
the judge was eating pea-nuts and reading a novel. The 
lawyer bore it some time, and then angrily remarked: ‘‘I 
suppose I am entitled to claim the attention of the court?” 
—“ Well, sir,” retorted the judge, “the court has long 
suspected you, and will do its duty tie first chance it gets.” 


Mr. John Layton, solicitor (of the firm of Layton & 
Jacques), of 8, Ely-place, and 7, Canonbury-square, has 
been presented with a testimonial by the churchwardens, 
vestrymen, parish officials, and ratepayers ‘of the parish 
of St. Mary, Islington, as an expression of the value of his 
services for twenty-five years as vestry clerk of that 


The now famous case of Cave v. Mackenzie was again 
thrown over at the Cambridge Assizes. When, says the Times 
reporter, the issue came on for trial, a discussion ensued 
between the Lord Chief Justice and counsel in the ¢ase, the 
result of which was the discovery that there would not be 
time to try the case. It was stated by counsel that the trial 


would last four days, and if so there would not be time to 
try it, as there were only three days allowed for the Cam- 
bridge Assizes. 


On Saturday, at the Nisi Prius sittings at Westminster, 
on the first case on the list being called on—Elers v. 
—Mr. Lopes said the history of this case was curious. 
It was at first in the Middlesex list, and was thence taken 
to London in order to get it sooner tried. But the judge 
there, on finding that it had come from Westminster, would 
not try it, and seat it back in to Westminster with an 
order that it should be tried first. After all this delay he 
really hoped thas the learned judge would try it. ie case 
was taken first. 

In a breach of promise case heard at the Manchester 
Assizes the plaintiff was asked by Bramwell, B., why it was 
the defendant did not marry her, and she replied that she 
did not know. His lordship: I suppose he didn’t like you 
Don’t you think it was much better he didn’t marry you . 
Plaintiff: I would rather he had married me. His lord- 
ship: What! Aman who did not like you! Is it not 
better for you both that you should not have been married ? 
Bussell: The legiti conclusion to that remark is that 
this kind of actions should be abolished? His lordship: 
It would be a good thing in the majority of instances if 
they were. Men are goaded into marrying women whom 
they don't like, and then there are unhappy marriages. 


In 2 case of Huckett v. Clifford, at the Nisi Prius sittings 
of the Common Pleas Division on the 28th ult., counsel 
for the plaintiff, says the Times reporter, asked that it 
might be postponed and taken last on the list, because his 
witnesses bad not come. The case had been the day before 
in the list of the Queen's Bench Division, and if it had re- 
mained in the list of that division would have stood second 
that morning. The case had, however, beer transferred to 
the list of the Common Pleas Division, where it stood first. 
Counsel said that ia consequence of the transfer his wit- 
nesses were not there. The Lord Chief Justice anid a good 
deal A nonsense was talked about the supposed hardship 
A causes being transferred. If people would take the 
trouble to ssceriain the facts, they wouid seo that there 
wes nohardship. The cause would, under any circum- 
stances, have tried that morning, ond the simple 
Air A setting it down in that division was that it was 





to be tried in one room instead of another. The list for 
the following day was always published at four o'clock 
each afternoon. There was no reason for postponing the 
case. Judgment for the defendants, dismissing the suit, 
was then entered. 


Leqislation of the tteek. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
July 27:—Gas Licut anp Coxe Company. 
This Bill passed through committee. 
Sourn Merropouitan GasLicut AND CoxE. 
This Bill passed through committee. 
Convict Prisons (REeTuRNs). 
This Bill was read a second time. 
Iste or Man (Orricers). 
This Bill was read a second time. 
Nutium Tempus (IreLanp). 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 
Turnptke Acts ConTINUANCE. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 
ORPHAN AND DeserTep CHILDREN (IRELAND). 
This Bill was read a third time and passed, 
Lecat Practitioners (IRELAND). 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


Meprcat Act (QuALIFICATIONS). 
This Bill passed through committee. 





RIVERS. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


July 28.—Inpusrriat AND Provipent Socterizs. 
The Commons’ amendments to this Bill were considered 
and agreed to. ‘ 


Convict Prisons (Returns). 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Istz or Man (Orricers). 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Meprcat Act (QUALIFICATIONS). 
This Bill was read a third time. 


Rivzrs. 
This Bill was road a third time, 


July 31.—Norices ro Quir (InELanp). 
The report of amendments on this Bill was brought up 
and agreed to. 
ParocuiaL Recorps. 
This Bill was read a second time, 


Merropo.is (WuirscuareL AND Limenouse) Improve- 
MENT Scueme CoNn¥IRMATION. 
The Commons’ amendments were agreed to, 


Convicr Paisons (Rerurns). 
This Bill was read a third time and passed, 


Istz or Man (Orricens). 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


Aug. 1.—Winrer Assizzs. 

In moving the second reading of this Bill the Lop 
CHANCELLOR explained that it been passed in the other 
House for the purpose of meeting an evil which had been 
seriously felt in one or two recent cases where a prisoner had 
been committed for trial immediately after the summer 
assizes, and in cansequence of no winter assizes 
being held in the county his trial had not come on 
till the following March. In one case, which attracted public 
attention er te @ prisoner was acquitted after having 
been in gaol for six or wevon months. The rule was that @ 
winter assize should not be held for a county unless a cer- 
tain number of prisoners—six, he believed—wore awai 
trial, The object of the present Bill was simply to onab 
on Order in Council to bo made which, for the purpose of 
winter essizes, would unite certain adjacent counties,—The 
Bill was read @ secoud time, 
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Noriczs ro Quir (Inz.anp). 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 
Parocuiat Recorps, 
This Bill passed through committee. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
July 27.—Etemenrary Epucation. 


The House went into committee on this Bill, re- 
suming the discussion on the amendment proposed by 
Mr. Shaw Lefevre to Mr. Pell’s new clause (dis- 
solution of School Boards under certain circumstances).— 
On a division the amendment was rejected by 100 to 63.— 
Mr. W. E. ForsTeR moved to add to the clause a proviso 
that if, after the dissolution of a School Board in any school 
district, the Education Department are of opinion that 
there is not a sufficient amount of public school accommo- 
dation for such district, they may cause a School Board to 
be formed for such a district, and send a requisition to 
such School Board in the same manner in all respects as 
if they had published a final notice under the Elementary 
Education Act, 1870.—The amendment was agreed to.— 
Mr. RyLanps moved, as a further amendment, the addition 
of words to provide that the Education Department in each 
ease, when it assented to the dissolution of a School Board, 
should lay before both Houses of Parliament its reasons 
for the course takeun.—The amendment was agreed to.— 
On a division the clause, as amended, was added to the Bill 
by 122 to 81. 

Lord F. CavENDISH moved a new clause, after clause 
21, to give power to the local authorities to appoint 
officers who should have the right to enter factories 
where children were employed, in order to carry out the 
provisions of the Bill.—The clause was withdrawn. 

Mr. Munrz moved a new clause, permitting the expense of 
providing school buildings, with the consent of the Educa- 
tion Board, to be spread over a term of years.—The clause 
was added to the Bill. 

Mr. Grecory moved the insertion, after clause 29, 
of a clause giving power to divide parishes.—The 
amendment was withdrawn. 

Mr. Hatt moved the insertion of the following new 
clause after clause 29:—‘‘In any school in which 
no provision is otherwise made by the School Board 
or managers for religious instruction it shall be re- 
quired of sueh School Board or managers, in order 
to obtain an annual parliamentary grant, that pro- 
vision shall be made for the instruction in Scripture know- 
ledge of those children whose parents may signify their 
desire for the same.”—On a division the clause was re- 
jected by 190 to 96, 


Bisuorric or Truro. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Carrie Disrase (IreLanp). 
This Bill, as amended, was considered. 


Crossep CuxqQugs. 
This Bill, as amended, was considered. 


Jurres Procepurs (Irenanp). 
This Bill passed through committee. 


_ Supgraynvation (Unneattuy Ciiwares). 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Savines Banks (Bannister), 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Stave Trape. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Punic Recorns (IrnLAND) AMENDMENT. 
This Bill was withdrawn. 


July 28.—Evementary Envcation. 

The House went into committee on this Bill. 

Mr, Rarmpon® moved a new clause providing that a oer- 
tified day industrial achool should conform to the standards 
of the code, but that the contributions might be varied by 
the Seoretary of State, who should lay before Parliament 
ny conditions prescribed.—-The clause was read a second 
time and added to the Bill. 

. Mr, Suaw-Lrrevan moved a now clause, providing that 


if, for two yoars, the voluntary contributions of a school 





did not amount to one-sixth of its total income from all 
other sources, notice should be given to the managers that 
**no religious catechism or religious formulary which is 
distinctive of any religious denomination sball be taught 
in such school.”—On a division the clause was negatived 
by 185 to 111. 

Mr. A. BrRowNE moved a new clause to provide that the 
local authorities under the Bill should have the same 
powers as School Boards with refereace to endowments.— 
On a division the clause was negatived by 187 to 108. 

Mr. SHaw-LEFEVRE moved a new clause to provide that 
the managers of assisted schools should make reports to 
the local anthorities.—The clause was withdrawn. 

Mr. A. Miiis moved a new clause fixing the age of chil- 
dren for whom accommodation was to be provided at from 
five to thirteen inclusive.—The clause was withdrawn. 

Mr. HzyeGaTE moved a new clause, the object of which 
was to prevent the raising of the question of the creation 
of a School Board in any district more than once in three 
years.-—The clause was negatived. 

Lord F. CavENDISH moved a new clause directing certain 
clauses in the Factory Acts of 1844 and 1874 to apply to 
the employment and edacation of all children employed in 
factories and workshops.—The clause was added to the 
Bill. 

Mr. BroGDEN moved the addition of a clause to compel 
the Education Department, from time to time, to publish 
a list of efficient schools, whether receiving Government 
grants or not, such lists to be conclusive evidence that the 
schools not included therein are inefficient.—The clause 
was withdrawn. 


Potutvtion or Rivers. 
This Bill passed through committee. 
Juries Procepurg (Iretanp). 
This Bill was read a third time. 


Potice Expenses Act (Conrryvancr). 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Savines Banxs (BarrisTer). 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Stave Trapeg. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Bow-street Poxice-covrr (Sirs). 
This Bill passed through committee. 
Sr. Vincent, Tosaco, anp Grenapa Constrrution. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Supsrannvation (UNHEALTHY CummatRs). 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


Wivrer Assizes. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


Poor Law Ratine ([Reuanp). 
This Bill was read a third time aud passed. 


July 29.—Etementary Epvcarron. 

The House went into committee on this Bill. 

Lord SaNDoN proposed the following new clause :—“* The 
conditions required to be fulfilled by the schools in order 
to obtain annual parliumentary grants shall provide that the 
income of the schools shall be applied only for the parposes 
of public elementary schools.”"—The clause was read a 
second time, and ordered to be added to the Bill. 

Mr. Boorp moved a clause to the effect that no prosecu- 
tions should be undertaken except with the authority of at 
least three members of the School Board, the school attend- 
ance committee, or the local committee.—The amendment 
was ‘withdrawn on the understanding that it should be 
placed on the paper in a modified form, to be moved on the 


report, 

Tord F. Cavennis moved in schedule 1, page 14, line 21, 
to leave out 250 and insert ‘350."—The amendment waa 
withdrawn.—Mr. Haxpcastix moved the following provise: 
-—‘* Schedule 1, page 14, at end of table ia sub-section (3), 
after line 43, add,—- * Provided that, in the cage of a sohool 
district being a municipal borough ie which, for not less 
than three years before the commencement of this Act, dye- 
laws have been in force requiring, as a condition ef total or 
partial exemption of a child from attendance at school, that 
auch child must have a standard of proficiency corre- 
sponding to the fourth standard of the Code of 1876 ar se 
higher standard, the same or a corresponding standard 
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proficiency (but not exceeding the standard which, under 
this schedule, will be required after four years from the com- 
mencement of this Act) shall be required for the purpose of 
a certificate under this Act enabling a child to be employed.’”’ 
—The proviso was agreed to.— Lord Saxpon moved in 
schedule 1, page 15, line 12, after “1876,” to insert “ or 
such higher standard as may be from time‘to time fixed by 
the Education Department.”—The amendment was agreed 
to.—The following amendments were also agreed to :—(The 
O’Connor Don) svhedule 1, page 15, line 13, after “ ele- 
mentary,” to insert“ or other efficient ;” (Lord Sandon) 
schedule 1, page 15, line 16, leave out ‘*200," and insert 
300,” and schedule 1, page 15, line 16, after “‘attend- 
ances,” insert ‘after five years of age;” (Mr. Birley), 
schedule 1, page 15, section 5, line 16, after “‘ attend- 
ances,”’ leave out “in not more than two schools,” and 
schedule 1, page 15, line 17, after “years,” insert “ ex- 
cept where a child has been committed to an industrial 
or workhouse school, in which case such attendances 
may also be reckoned ;” (Lord Sandon) schedule 1, page 
15, line 17, at end of line insert “or such larger number of 
attendances as may be for the time being fixed by the 
Education Department,”’ and schedule 1, page 15, line 31, 
at end of line insert as a fresh paragraph :—'‘The Educa- 
tion Department may from time to time by order make such 
regulations and conditions in relation to the payment of 
fees under this Act by that Department as they may think 
expedient. The order shall provide that not more than ten 
per cent. of the children io a public elementary school shall 
obtain in the same year certificates entitling them to the 
payment of fees, and that if the children qualified to obtain 
such certificates exceed the same per-centage, those children 
who have attended the greatest number of times shall have 
the preference. The order may make the continuance of 
the payment dependent upon the fulfilment of conditions, 
and shall provide that the continuance of the payment shall 
be conditional upon the child attending the school for not 
less than 350 attendances in each year, and obtaining at the 
end of each year a certificate of proficiency in reading, 
writing, and elementary arithmetic according to a standard 
higher than the standard according to which it obtained the 
previous certificate. The order shall further provide that 
the school by previous due attendance at which the child 
was qualified for obtaining the payment of fees, and the 
school the fees at which are paid by the Education Depart- 
ment, shall be a school or department of a school at which 
the ordinary payment in respect of the instruction of each 
scholar does not exceed sixpence ;” (Lord Sandon) schedule 
1, page 15, line 34, at end, insert ‘‘ and where the attendance 
is at a certified industrial or certified day industrial school 
includes such attendance as may be from time to time 
directed for the purpose by a Secretary of State.” —Schedule 
1, as amended, was ordered to stand part of the Bill. 
Schedale 2 was struck ont, and the following amended 
schedule substituted :—“ (Lord Sandon) Rales as to a 
local committee.—1. Subject to the provisions of thie Act, 
the school attendance committee may from time to time 
add to or diminish the namber of members, or change 
the members of any local committee appointed by them, 
or may dissolve any such committee. 2. A local committee 
shall, unless the School Attendance Committee appointing 
them otherwise direot, continue in office until the first 
meeting of that committee after the next annus! appoint- 
ment thereof, and thereafter until a new local committee 
is appointed. Rules as to school attendance committee 
and local committee. 3, Subject to any regulations made 
in the case of a school attendance committee by the council 
or guardians appointing it, and in the case of a local com- 
mittee by the school attendance committee appointing 
it, the provisions of the third schedule of the Elementary 
Education Act, 1870, with reference to proceedings of 
managers appointed by a School Board shall apply to the 
proceedings of a school attendance committee and a local 
committee under this Act. 4, A school attendance com- 
mittee shall continue in office until the first meeting of the 
council or guardians appointing it after the next annual 
election of councillors and guardians, and thereafter until 
the new committee is appointed. 5. A committee ap- 
pointed by guardians shall be appointed at the fires meet- 
ing after the annual elestion of guardians, or some other 
meeting fixed with the approval of the Local Government 
Board for the purpose.” 





$$ 


Schedules 3 and 4 were agreed to, and the preamble 
was agreed to. 


Savines Banks (Barrister). 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


Stave Trave. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


Carrie Disrase (IRELAND). 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


Marxer Juntes (Iretanp). 
This Bill was withdrawn. 


July 31.—Untversity or Oxrorp. 
This Bill was withdrawn. 


University or CAMBRIDGE. 
This Bill was withdrawn. 


Prisons, 

Mr. Onoss said he proposed to postpone the committee on 
this Bill until Thursday, in order to introduce into it the 
amendments which stood in his name and a few others 
belonging to private members. On Thursday he shonld 
propose to go into committee pro forma, after which the Bill 
would be reported. The order of the day might then be 
discharged. 

Porice Expenses Act (ContTINVANCE). 

This Bill passed through committee. 


Sr. Vincent, Topago, aND GrenapA ConsTITUTION. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


ForreiturE RELIEF. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Banxers’ Booxs Evivznos. 


The Lords’ amendments to this Bill were considered and 
agreed to. 

Aug. 1.—Potuution or Rivers. 

On the report of amendments in this Bill, Mr. Grason 
moved a new clause (application of the Act to Ireland), 
which was agreed to. 

Clause 2 was struck out. 

Several amendments were agreed to, and the report was 
agreed to. 


Bisuopric or Truro. 
This Bill was read a third time. 


Aug. 2.—Par.tiaMenTary AGeENcy. 

Mr. Rarxes moved ‘‘ That this House, having considered 
the report of the joint-committee on parliamentary agency, 
is of opinion that it is desirable to lay down more definite 
rules respecting the pyactice of parliamentary agency, and 
the regulation of the conduct of parliamentary’agents.”—Sir 
J. M‘Kewna moved, as an amendment, ‘That at this late 
period of the session, and without further time for the con- 
sideration of the report of the joint-committee, it is not 
expedient to delegate the powers of Farliament for the 
purpose of constituting parliamentary agency as a distinct 
profession.” [The debate is reported in another column. ]— 
The motion and amendment were ultimately withdrawn. 


Satz or Intoxicatinc Liquors on Sunpars ([reanp) 
(No. 2). 

Mr. R. Smyru moved that the House go into committee 
on this Bill—Mr. Brooks moved, as an amendment, that 
the House resolve itself into committee on the Bill on that 
day two months.—The debats stood adjourned. 

Forrgiture Rewier, 

This Biil passed through committee. 


Trates Savines Banx. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Tramways (Ingtanp) Acts AmenpMENT (Dustin). 


This Bill was read a second time and referred to a select 
committee, 
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Caurts. 
COUNTY COURTS. 


BraprForp. 
(Before W. T. S. Danzex, Esq., Q.C., Judge.) 
July 18.—Re Leathiey, Ex parte Wilcock. 

A bill of sale of the whole of his effects given by a liqui- 
dating debtor, without the knowledge of his creditors, to 
indemnify a person who guaranteed the payment of the 
jast instalment of the composition under the liquidation, is 
valid as against the trustee under a second liquidation. 

Ex parte Burrell, Re Robinson, observed upon. 


This was a motion on behalf of Launcelot Cuthbert, 
trastee in the liquidation of James L. Leathley, cloth man- 
nfacturer, Gildersome, asking for an order of the court 
declaring that a certain bill of sale, of the date of October 
93, 1873, between the debtor and Samuel Wilcock, which 
was alleged by Wilcock to be a valid security on’ the whole 
of the property and effects of the said debtor to secure the 
repayment of the sum of £1,000, being the third and last 
instalment of 3s. 4d. in the pound of a composition of 10s. 
in the pound to the creditors of the debtor, for the payment 
of which Wilcock had become the security, was void as 
against the trustee. 

Wright, appeared on behalf of the trustee of the debtor’s 
estate ; and 

West, was for Samuel Wilcock. 

The facts appear in the judgment. 

His Honoor said it gorge that the bill of sale in ques- 
tion was dated the 23rd of October, 1873, and was made 
between the debtor Leathley and Wilcock, ang it recited the 
proceedings under the liquidation, and also stated that prior 
to those proceedings, on Wilcock agreeing to become 
security for the last instalment of a composition, Leathley 
agreed to execute a bill of sale to indemnify Wilcock. The 
bill of sale purported to assign to Wilcock all the personal 
estate of Leathley which he possessed, and of which, during 
the continuance of the security, he should become possessed. 
There was a proviso that if Leathley should pay all the in- 
stalments the bill should be void, but if he failed to pay the 
whole or of the amount of the first and second instal- 
ments it should be lawful for Wilcock to take possession of 
the property, to sell it, and to apply the proceeds to the 
payment of the costs, and to re-imburse himself the sums he 
should have expended or should be liable to expend in pay- 
ing the last instalment. After payment of such sums the 
balance, if any, was to be applied in trust for the creditors. 
A further proviso gave Wilcock the right to take possession 
in the event of any execution being issued against the 
debtor, or in the event of the debtor failing to pay any part 
of the first or second instalments. What happened 
in the matter was this : The first instalment was paid, 
but before the second became due an execution was 
issued against Leathley’s goods, on which Wilcock entered 
and took possession ; and after a short time sold the whole 
of the debtor's estate, with the exception of his household 
furaiture. The second instalment was not paid by the 
debtor, and when the third became due the money in the 
hands of Wilcock was applied to its payment, a small 
balance being left. On this Leathley filed a second petition 
for liquidation in the Leeds court, and the usual resolutions 
‘were passed for liquidation by arrangement aud the appoint- 
ment of a trustee. This motion was then made for the 
purpose of raising the question as to the validity of the bill 
of sale. Mr. West, for Wilcock, insisted that the judg. 
ment given by the Court of Appeal in Ex parte Burrell, Re 
Robinson, 24 W. KR. 353, applied to the case, and that 
decision was to the effect that the trustee in the second 
liquidation had not the right to question the bill of sale, on 
the ground that when a debtor had entered into a composi- 
tion with his creditors under a petition for liquidation, and 
that composition was duly registered, so long as that com- 
position remained wholly or in part unpaid, the debtor was 
incaprcitated from presenting a second petition; that, 
therefore, without entering into the question whether the 
Security in the present case was open to question 
or not, the trustee in the second liquidation had no 
right to raise the question, because he had no right 
to act as trustee, as the second petition for liquidation 
ould not properly have been presented. Mr. Wright, for 
the trastee, sought to impeach the transaction on three 





grounds—first, the fact that the security given by way of 
indemnity had not been communicated to the creditors, 
and was therefore void on that ground ; second, that it 
was an act of bankruptcy ; and, third, that the title of the 
trustee in the second liquidation was good. In reference 
to the first ground, the Court of Appeal had clearly decided 
that the fact that security had been given for’ payment of 
@ composition need not be communicated to the creditors. 
It then became important to consider the facts of Robin- 
son’s case, to see if any distinction could be shown to exist 
between them and the facts of the present case. If there 
were no material distinction it was his obvious duty to 
follow the decision in Rodinson’s case. His honour then 
gave a summary of the facts in that case, and said that 
from the decision given in it by the Lords Justices the 
law was now quite plain—and so long as it was so parties 
could regulate their proceedings accordingly—that where 
a debtor met his creditors with a proposal for a composition 
and proposed that the last instalment of that composition 
should be guaranteed, the creditors must understand that 
if there were not special restrictions the debtor might 
make what arrangement he pleased as to giving security 
for the indemnification of the guarantor, thus really, from 
a business point of view, reducing the guarantee to a mere 
sham, because, whether the guarantor was a man of sub- 
stance ora man of straw, the security came out of the 
estate of the debtor. Then as to whether the fact that 
such security being given by the debtor should be com- 
muicated to the creditors or not, the law was also clear 
that that was immaterial. Then as to the second question, 
he did not see that there was any material difference in 
the facts of Rodinson’s case and of the present one. 
Robinson, when his second instalment became due, was 
unable to meet it. Of course, there were several modes of 
proceeding which Robinson might then have adopted ; he 
might have converted into money at once what remained 
of his assets, and have selected such of the bills constitut- 
ing the instalment as he thought proper, and have paid 
them in fall, leaving the others without any chance of 
obtaining a single farthing ; but he did not take that course. 
He might have allowed himself to be sued by the several 
creditors; of these the most active would obtain judgments 
against him and proceed to execution, when it would be“ first 
come first served,” and those who were late would get nothing. 
Either of these courses the law would allow a debtor to 
follow, and so to either actively or passively prefer some 
of the creditors to others. The only course which he could 
honestly follow would be, one would think, to file a second 
petition for liquidation, to get a meeting of his creditors, 
s resolutions, appoint a trustee, realize his property, and 
ivide it among all equally. That course was taken by 
Robinson, but the decision in his case showed that the law 
at present incapacitated such a debtor from taking the only 
really honest course which was open to him. He (the judge) 
did not see that the facts of the case now before him differed 
in any material point from those of Robinson’s case, and 
therefore he must be guided by the decision in that case. 
Leathley had clearly no right to present a second petition 
while any portion of the instalments under the first com- 
position was unpaid. The motion would therefore be 
dismissed, but without costs. 
Solicitors for the trustee, Lancaster ¢ Wright, Bradford. 
Solicitor for Wilcock, Pullan, Leeds. 








Court Papers. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Rota or REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


MasTEx OF THE 
LLS. 


Court oF 
APPRAL. 
7 Mr. Holdship Mr. Ward 
Tuesday .... 8 Farrer Pemberton 
Wednesday .. 9 Teesdale Ward 
V. C. Matrys, V.C. Bacox,  V.C, Hatt. 
Monday, Aug. 7 Mr. Clowes Mr. Milne Mr, Latham 
Tuesday .... 8 Leach King Merivale 
Wednesday .. 9 Clowes Milne Latham 
The Lona Vacation will commence on Thursday, “go 
the 10th, and terminate on Tuesday, October the 24th, both 
days inclusive. 


Date. 
Monday, Aug. 
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THE ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE IN 
SWEDEN. 


I. 


Swepen is divided into one hundred and two Domsagor 
or sheriff-doms, in each of which there is a court of first 
Instance, presided over in the country districts by a single 
judge, or Hiiradshéfding, who is appointed by the Crown, 
and who is assisted in his deliberations by twelve assessors 
chosen by the peasant proprietors from their own number. 
The only qualifications which these peasant assessors re- 
quire to possess are the owning of land within the district, 
and the being above the age of twenty-five. No peassnt can 
refuse to serve unless he be above sixty years of age, or 
has already served. In the latter case, he is liable to be 
called on again after all the other peasants have served. 
An assessor is not allowed to resign until he has served 
for two years, unless he leaves the locality or becomes un- 
fit to discharge the duties of the office. A father and his 
son, a father-in-law and his son-in-law, two brothers or 
two brothers-in-law, cannot take part in the trial of any 
cause, unless there be seven assessors present, and in no 
case are more than two relations allowed to be among the 
number of the assessors. The assessors have no voice in 
the determination of any cause, except in the single case 
of their being unanimously opposed to the view taken by 
the judge. In all other cases, the judge decides the ques- 
tion, and the sole function of the assessors is to suggest 
points for his consideration, and to take care that the judge 
gives proper attention to the claims of the contending 
parties. In the town districts the court of first instance 
consists similarly of assessors under the presidentship of 
the burgomaster, who is appointed by the Crown from a 
list of three chosen by the citizens. 

The courts of first instance are divided into three groups, 
over each of which is placed a coart of appeal or Hofritt. 
Forty-four Domsagor are attached to Svea Hofritt, which 
holds its sittings in Stockholm ; forty-three to Gita Hofratt 
in Jénkoping ; and fifteen to the Hofriitt over Skone and 
Blekinge, which sits in Christianstad. Each court of ap- 
peal consists of a president, judges, and assessors, the latter 
of whom are younger judges with smaller salaries. These 
courts are divided into sections for the despatch of business. 
Thus Gota Hofriatt is divided into five sections, two judges 
and three assessors being assigned to each section. The ap- 
peals are divided equally among the sections, but in some 
cases of greater importance a larger number of judges is 
required. In the ordinary case, however, a section which 
is in doubt cannot call in the assistance of the other judges, 
though the individual members may privately ask the 
opinion of their brother judges. 

From the determinations of the courts of appeal, an: ap- 
peal lies to the Hégsta Domstol, a tribunal which sits in 
Stockholm, and the proceedings of which are conducted in 
private. This tribunal consists of twelve members, eight of 
whom must be present at the decision of important matters, 
but in cases of less importance, four or five are allowed, if 
unanimous, to decide the appeal. The Kingisentitled to be 
present and take part in the discussion, and, when present, 
has two votes in the determination of any question. Doubt- 
ful points regarding the interpretation of the law may be 
referred to the Hogsta Domstol by any of the inferior judges, 
and the Royal votes upon such questions may be given by 
him, without his being personally present in the court. 

Great care is taken to preserve the purity of the ad- 
ministration of justice, and the judges r a high char- 
acter for integrity, which is said, so lately as the end of 
last and the beginning of this century, not to have 
been the case. Not merely, however, are judges who 
have given unjust judgments from corrupt motives, or in- 
fluenced by private hatred, liable to deprivation of their office, 
and other severe penalties, but where they have to given a 
wrong decision through manifest negligence or ignorance, 
they are liable to be suspended from their office for a longer 
or shorter period, or to be fined, and, in addition, are bound 
to compensate the party who has been injured by their 
erroneous judgment. Charges against inferior judges falling 
under any of the above categories are heard by the Hofriitt, 
to which the accused is subject, at the instance of Justitie 
Kangler, who holds his appointment from the Crown, and 
among other duties is charged with the oversight of the 
judges. Asa further precaution the Riksdag, the Swedish 





Parliament, appoints a commissioner, who is invested with. 
extensive powers as a censor morwn as regards all public 
officials, over whose conduct he is expected to keep a strict 
watch. He is entitled to enter any public office at any 
time, and to demand any information he may require. He 
may be present at the sittings of all the courts, but can take 
no part in their proceedings. Lastly, the Riksdag every 
three years appoints a commission to take into consideration 
the state of the Hégsta Domstol, and.to report whether any, 
and if so what, judges ought to retire. No reasons need be 
alleged ; the retiring judges become entitled to pensions, and 
their dismissal is not considered as inferring any stain op 
their character. 

In the country district assizes are held generally three 
times a year, and the Hiiradshéfding is bound to fix the 
time of holding them at certainspecified seasons, and isliable 
to a fine of twenty Kronor, a little more than a guinea, for 
failure so to do. He must also cause intimation to be 
made to the public from the pulpits of the various parish 
charches (the usual place of intimation or advertisement 
in the country districts of Sweden), and to the Crown 
officials of the district, and to the Hofritt. On the opening 
day of the assizes the judge must be present at ning 
o'clock, but if he do not come till twelve, he is liable to g 
fine of ten Kronor for the benefit of the poor, and if he do 
not appear at all, to a higher fine, unless he have some 
lawful excuse. In the town districts the courts are held 
every Monday, and in the country extraordinary sittings. 
are held when the state of business requires them. 

After attending divine service on the opening day, the 
judge proceeds with the business, the order generally fol- 
lowed being (1) the registration of mortgages ; (2) Crown 
and general business; (3) criminal charges; and lastly, 
cases which are expected to take sometime. The proge- 
dure attending the registration of mortgages is particularly 
interesting to a Scotch lawyer, from its resemblance to the- 
Scotch system of registration in the books of council and 
session. The creditor appears in court with his bond or 
other document of debt, which is then read aloud and 
copied into the protocol appropriate to mortgages. Re- 
gistration, however, does not take place unless ‘there be a 
clause by which the debtor has consented to registration, 
and the bond be duly witnessed. If these two requi- 
sites are fulfilled, the judge orders registration to be made 
at once, with the result of establishing a real right over the 
debtor’s lands. If there is no consent, a day is fixed for 
hearing the debtor, and intimation is appointed to be made 
tohim. If, however, he is present in court, he is at once 
ealled on to state any objections he may have to the registra- 
tion. Ifon the appointed day no appearance is made for 
the debtor, registration is granted on proof of intimation 
having been duly made. On the other hand, if the debtor 
establish that the debt has been paid or extinguished, regise 
tration is, of course, refused; if the debtor deny his signa- 
ture, or state any serious exception against it, the judge 
gives the creditor leave to summon him in an ordinary 
action, and if the creditor fail so to do within three months 
in town, or before the next assizes in the country, the 
petition for registration falls. ‘The same happens if the 
creditor omits to register within the time named in the 
warrant allowing registration. After registration has been 
decreed, the judge notes the fact on the bond. This regis- 
tration is only effectual for ten years, before the expiry of 
which period the creditor must again apply to the court to 
have the registration renewed, or lose his priority over sub- 
sequent bonds. This provision is found to be very incon- 
venient, as all debts prescribe in ten years; by failing to 
register again he may lose all claim under the bond, if he 
have not otherwise claimed payment from the debtor within 
that period. When the debt is paid, the debtor appears in 
court, proves the payment, and then the judge orders the 
registration to be cancelled. It should be added that 
registration is not competent where the sum of money, or 
the quantity of goods for which the obligation exists, is not 
specific.—Scottish Journal of Jurisprudenee. : 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


August 4, 1876, 
Money Marker anv City INTRLLIGENCE. 
There is no alteration in the Bank rate, and the propor- 
tion of reserve to liabilities remains nearly the same as last 
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week. In the foreign market Egyptian stocks have advanced’ 
pat other stocks are without much change in prices. Home 
railways are mostly lower, the dividends of the Great 
Northern and Midland being respectively 1} and 1 per cent. 
Jess than this time last year. Consols close at 96§ to 96} for 
money and account. 

At the meeting held on Thursday, the report of the Lon- 
don and County Bankiog Company for the half-year to the 
30th of June was adopted. It states that, after paying all 
charges andallowing for rebate and for bad or doubtful debts, 
there is a profit of £130,988, or, with the balance brought 
forwar d, £145,719. An interim dividend at the rate of 
ib per cent. will absorb £120,000 of this, leaving £25,719 
to be carried forward. 


RAILWAY STOCK. 





Railways. -\Closing Prices 


150 
124 








Stock| Bristol and Exeter 
valaneent 





Glasgow and South-Western .., 

Great Eastern Ordinary Stock sssccceses 

Great Northern o1.....++ eccecencee cocceceocescceees 
Do., A Stock* 

Great Southern and Western of Ireland .,.... 

Great Western—Original......... i 1 

Lancashire and Yorkshire ...... 

London, Brighton, and South Coast...., 

London, Chatham, and Dover,,,........+ 

London and North-Western ., 

London and South Western... 

Manchester, Sheffield, and Linc 

Metropolitan | 
DO., District ...ccccccccoccccescsesssseeccsceecseses, 

Midland 

North British 

North Eastern 

North London 

Stock'North Staffordshire ... 

Stock|South Devon 

Stock! South-Eastern 
































| 100 











*A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTH 


Ss. 
Dovetas—July 31, at No. 5, Stanley-place, Chester, the wife 
of Charles Philip Douglas, solicitor, of a son. 
Hamitton — July 28, at Cromer Hall, Norfolk, the wife of 
H. B. Hans Hamilton, barrister-at-law, prematurely, of a son, 
stillborn. 


MARRIAGES. 

ArinsworTH—CHEETHAM—Aug. 1, at Christ Church, Heaton 
Norris, Arthur Eccles Ainsworth, of Stockport, solicitor, 
younger son of the late T. Crooke Ainsworth, of Blackburn, 
solicitor, to Anna, eldest daughter of the late Charles Cheet- 
ham, of the Bower House, Heaton Norris. 

ForstER—Mason—Aug. 1, at St. Mary’s Wolverton, Francis 
Villiers Forster, barrister-at-law, to Harriet Susan, widow of 
the late J. Mason. 

TomLINsSON—ReEID—July 29, at St. John’s Episcopal Church, 
Dumfries, Frederic Philip Tomlinson, barrister-at-law, fifth 
son of the late Thomas Tomlinson, one of the benchers of 
the Inner Temple, to Mary, eldest daughter of the late Sir 
James J. Reid, of Mouswald-place, formerly member of the 
Supreme Council of Justice, lonian Islands, 


DEATHS. 
Brtmes—July 26, at Norwood, Thomas Billings, solicitor, 
lateof The Park, Cheltenham, aged 80. 
Cory—July 29, at No. 4, Hanover-terrace, Weymouth, Henry 
Cory, barrister-at-law, aged 78. 
Harpy—July 30, at No. 9, Upper Avenue-road, N.W., 
Benjamin Hardy, Q.C., bencher of Lincoln’s-inn, aged 68, 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Faipay, July 28, 1876. 
Stead, Williams, Charles John Tylee, and Henry Cipriani Potter, 
Romsey, Hants, Attorneys and Solicitor. July 20, 
EspaY, Aug 1, 1876. 
Killeary, Gustavas Edward aad Fr 
church buildings, Solicitors. July 31. 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Fawayr, July 28, 1876. 
Uniimitep in Cuancery. 
Taunton and Bridgwater Permanent Benefit Building Society. Peti- 
- tion for winding up, presented July 24, directed to be heard before 
phe on Aug 5, Surr and Co, Abchurch lane, agent for Reeves, 


LiwiTrp t¢ Caanorrr. 
Direct Iron and Steel he Limited,—Oreditors are required, on 
or before Sept 15, to send their names and addresses, and the par- 


ederic Edward Hilleary, 5, Fen. 





ticulars of their debts or claims, to William Thomas Ogden. 
Watling st. Wednesday, Nov 1, at 12, isa in i 
adjudicating upon the dekts a nd claims, ven haces neminntte 

General Sewage and Manare Company, Limited.—Petition for winding 
up, presented July 26, directed to be heard befora the M.R. on Aug 
5. Raven and Ce, Queen Victoria st, solicitors for the petitioner. 

General Sewage and Manure Company, Limited.—Petition for winding 
up, presented July 27, directed to be heard before V.C. Hal l on Aug 
. Hardwick and Holmes, Leadenhall st, solicitors for the peti- 
‘ioner. 

Portland Cement, Lime, and Purbeck Marble Company, Limited.— 
Petition for wiuding up, presented July 27, directed to be heard be- 
fore the M.R, on Aug 5. Wilkins and Blyth, St Swithin’s lane, 
solicitors for the petitioner. 

Tuxspay, Aug 1, 1876. 
3 LIMITED IN Caancery. 
City United Club, Limited.—By an order made by V.C. Malins, dated 
July 21, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of the above 
a be continued. Ashwin, Garden court, solicitor for the peti- 
ioner, 

Consolidated Minera Lead Mining Company, Limited—By an orde’ 
made by V.C. Hall, dated July 21, it 4 ordered thas the png 
company be wound up. Phelps and Sidgwick, Gresham st, agents 
for Hardy, Manchester, solicitor for the petitioners. 

Sheffield Laundry Company, Limited.—V.C. Bacon has fixed Tuesday, 
Aug 8, at 12, at his chambers, as the time and place for the ap- 
poinment of an official liquidator. 

Percy and Kelly Nickel, Cobalt, and Chromo Iron {Mining Company, 
Limited.—The M.R. has, by an order dated June 19, appointed 
Charles Lee Nichols . Gresham buildings, Basinghall st, to be official 
liquidatcr. Creditors are 1equierd, on or before Oct 2, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims to 
the above. Thursday, Nov 2, is appointed for hearing and adjudicat- 
ing upon the debts and claims. 

County PaLaTine or LANcAsTER. 

Fire Guarantee Association, Limited.—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented Aug 1. directed to be heard before the Vice-Chancellor, at 
the Assize Courts, Strangeways, Manchester, on Thursday, Aug 10, 
at 10. Parker, Manchester, solicitor for the petitioners, 

Fourth Union Benefit Building Soeiety.—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented July 27, directed to be heard at St George’s hall, Liverpool, 
on Saturday, Aug 12. Hore and Monkhouse, Liverpool,*solicitors 
for the petitioner, 

Lancashire and Yorkshire Loan, Discount, and Deposit Company, 
Limited.— Petition for winding up, presented Aug 1, directed to be 
heard at tne Assize Courts, Strangeways, Manchester, before V.C, 
Little, on Thursday, Aug 10,at 10. Pritchard and Co, Painters’ 
hall, agents for Leigh, Manchester, solicitor for the petitioners. 

Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Faipay, July 28, 1876. 
= Cadbury Benefit Friendly Society, Nsrth Cadbury, Somer set. 
uly 24. 
Greditors under 22 & 28 Vict. cap. 36. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Fripay, July 21, 1876. 

Bolton, Roger, Wigan, Lancashire, Brass Founder, 
Wigan 

Bonelli, Cavaliere Gaetano, Turin, Italy. 
Philpot lane 

Boys, Frances Arabella, Colville terrace, Bayswater. 
and Co, Budge-row, Cannon st 

Bransor, Anthony Clark, Sheffield, Gent. Aug 19. Ibbotson, Sheffleld 

Brown, Christopher, Liverpool, Shipwright. Aug 17. Clare, Liverpool 

Burt, Rev Robert Gascoyne, St. Mary, Hoo, nr Rochester, Kent. 
Sept 19. Domville and Co, New sq, Lincoln’s inn 

Corder, Alfred, Ipswich, Sufflk, Esq. Aug 18. Joscelyn and Sons 

Cutton, John, Worksop, Nuttingham, Timber Merchant. Sept 1. 
Coulson, Worksop 

Edwards, Charles, Blakenhal!, Cheshire, Miller. Sept 21. 
and Co, Naatwich 

Ettell, Mary, Batheaston, Somerset. Sept 1. Brittam and Co, Bristol 

Foster, Ann Penn, Church st, Stoke Newington. Aug iS. Heider and 
Co, Verulam buildings, Grav’s inn 

Gee, Harriett, Oxford. Aug 21. Smith , Dane’s inn, Strand 

Gillett, Thomas, Preston, Lancashire, Innkeeper. Aug 14, 
Preston 

Gilson, Thomas, Lyail place, 
Needham and Co, Manchester 

Graot, Jonathan Walton Farrington, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Commer- 
cial Traveller. Sept 3. Bond, Newcastie-upon-Tyne 

Harrison, Jchn, Biackburn, Lancashire, Proprietor of a Pablic 
Weighing Machine. Aug 14. Ainsworth, Blackburn 

Hart, Mary Ann, Grayshott rd, Shaftesbury Park Estate, Battersea. 
Aug 24. Rodgers, Chaneery lane 

Hill, Thomas, Reddish, Lancashire, Land Surveyor. 
Ashton-under-Lyne 

Hobson, James, Isham, Northampton, Farmer. 
Kettering 


Aug 31. Wall, 


Aug 22. Crump and Son, 


Septi0. Whites 


Broughton 


Dodd, 


Eaton sq, Cheesemonger. Aug 31. 


Oct 9, Evans, 


Aug 19. Lamb, 


Hussey, Thomas, Skermott, Hambleden, Bucks, Aug ls. Rawson, 
Great Marlow 

Jackson, Elizabeth, Elizabeth st, Eaton sq. Oct 2. Slack, Mount st, 
Grosvenor sq : 

James, William, Birmingham, Accountant. Sep: 1. Barlow and Smith, 
Birmingham 

Lamb, Daniel, Thornham Magna, Suffolk, Farmer. Sept 16. King, 
Waleham-le- Willows, nr Ixworth 

McLean, Peter, Hastings, Sussex, Civil Engineer, Aug 21. Marsh, 
Fen court, Feachurch st : 

Newbold, Thomas, Nether-eale, Leicester, Gent. Sept 29. Fisher and 
Cheatle, Ashby-de-la-Zouch 

Platts, Thomas, Gough st, Poplar. Augt9. Gammon, Barge yard, 
Buckle 

Prescot, Rev Charles Kenrick, Stockport, Cheshire. Sept 8. Smith, 
Stockport 

Droste, Thomas, Clifton, Bristol, Esq. Sept 1. Barlow and Smith,. 
Birmingham § 

William Henry, Morpeth, Northumberland, Draper. Sept 1. 

Forster, Morpeth 
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‘Stokes, Mary, Southsea, Hants. Aug 28. Goble, Fareham 
Smith, Robert, Choriton-upon-Medlock, Manchester, Machinist. Aug 
24, Surton and Elliott, Manchester 
Stafford, Elizabeth, Stockport, Cheshire. July $1. Newton, Stockport 
Thornley, Samuel, Birmingham, Drysalter. Sept 1. Barlow and Smith, 
Birmingham 
bette sae Elizabeth, Ipswich, Suffolk. Aug3l. Trenfield, Chipping 
odbury 
Wade, Benjamin, Ilkeston, Derby, Grocer. Aug19. Walker, Belper 
Walmsley, Thomas, Blackburn, Lancashire, Gent. Aug?22. Wilkin- 
sop, Blackburn 
Wicksteed, Alfred, Garlick hill, Upper Thames st, Acetic Acid Maker. 
Aug 20. Worthington and Co, Eastcheap 
Winter, Rev. John Saumarez, Weedon, Northampton Aug 31. 
Winter and Co, Bedford row 
Woollard, George Alfred, Clarence terrace, Seven Sisters’ rd, Holloway, 
Butcher. Augl9. Parker and Locke, Milner’s buildings, Finsbury 
TvsEspay, July 25, 1876. 
Archer, John, Astley, ur Manchester, Farmer. Aug5. Ramwell and 
Pennington, Bolton 
Averill, George, Colchester, Essex, Tailor. Aug 17. Pope, Colchester 
Barrow, Richard Bridgman, Sydnope Ball, Derby, Esq. Sept 23. 
Ladd, Matlock Bath 
Beaumont, Charlotte, Birkby, Huddersfield, Yorkshire. Nov 22. 
Bottomley, Huddersfield 
Berger, Henry, Cleveland sq, Hyde park, Esq. Sept [12. Tamplin and 
Co, Fenchurch st 
nae. Ralph, Wigan, Lancashire, Brass Founder. Aug3l. Wall, 
igan 
Bramwell, Caroline, Bognor, Sussex. Sept 29. Arnold, Chichester 
— Harby, Nottingham. Aug 20. Tweed and Stephen, 
incoln 
Drew, Sarah. Upper Marylebons st. Sept 20. Hughes and Sons, 
Chapel st, Bedford row 
Dunno, Edwin, Prestbury, nr Cheltenham, Gloucester, Gent. Aug 15. 
Jessop, Cheltesham 
Eastword, Charles, Huddersfield, Yorkshire, Dyer. Nov 1. Bottomley, 
Huddersfield 
Gledhiil, Samuel, Huddersfield, Yorkshire, Cloth Finisher. Aug 20, 
Ain'ey, Huddersfield 
Harpham, John, Swinethorpe, Lincoln, Farmer. Aug 20. Tweed and 
Stephen, Lincoln 
Hawkins, Jane Francis, Montagu place, Bryanston sq. Aug 31, 
Hawkins, Savile row, Burlington gardens 
Kay, Elizabeth, Lane Head, nr Willenhall, Stafford, Innkeeper. Sept 
Thorne and Co, Wolverhampton 
Lamotte, Emma, Bray, Berks, Sept 15, Clabon and Fearon, Great 
Geerge st, Westminster . 
Langton, William, Liverpoo!, Merchant. Sept 30, Harvey and Co, 
Liverpool 
—_—, Crookham Common, Hants. Sept 20. Smith, Lincoln’s 
inn fields 
Moorse, Edwin Robert, Chilthorne, Someréet,Gent. Sept 20. Chorley 
and Crawford, Moorgate st 
Penny, Hugh McKee, Salford, Lancashire, Commercial Traveller. Aug 
31. Gill and Co, Manchester 
Piatts, Thomas, Gough st, Poplar. Aug19. Gammon, Barge yard, 
Backlersbury 
Prescot, Rev Charles Kenrick, Stockport, Cheshire, Sept 8. Smith, 
Stockport 
Pullen, William, Sissinghurst, Kent, Farmer, Sept 8. Farrar and 
Philpott, Cranbrook 
Redford, Richard, Yapton, Sussex, Yeoman. Sept 29. Arnold, 
Chichester 
Beer. Rebet, Nottingham, Gent. Oct 20. Tweed and Stephen, 
incoln 
— Christopher, Halton, nr Leeds, Farmer. Sept 1. Barr and Co, 
ds 


Shirt, Henry, Cawthorne, Yorkshire, Yeoman. Aug 19. Dransfield 
and Sons, Penistone 

Tallerman, Jacob M oses, Brushfield st, Boot and Shoe Manufacturer. 
Sept 4. Montagu, Bucklersbury 

Tarrett, Harriet, Leamington Priors, Warwick. Sept 1. Oldham 
and Canning. Leamington 

Temple, William, Bishopstrow, Wilts Esq. Aug 10. Wakeman and 
Bleeck, Warminster 

Thompson, Andrew, Keele, Stafford, Gent. Sept 15. Hunters and Co, 
New +q, Linceln’s inn 

Veevers, Jame+, Lymm, Cheshire, Carrier. Sept29. Hall and Son, 
Manchester 

West, Mary, Hunsiet, Leeds. Oct 1. Bulmer and Son, Leeds 

Yarwood, George, Butterworth, Lancashire, Innkeeper. Aug 31. 
Doyle, Manchester 

Farpay, July 28, 1876. 

Arnold, Rev Chsries Maddock, Upper Norwood, Surrey. Sept 9 
Ellerton, Queen st, Cheapside : 

Arnold, James, Woodford, Essex, Gent. Aug 31. Sheffield and Sons, 

ime Bt 

Bards'cy, John, Sale Cheshire,Gent. Septl. Ritson and Grandy 
Macchester 

Beaumont, Sarah, Ipswich, Suffolk. Aug 30. Block, og 

Browo, Eliza, Bristol. Sept i4. Gribbie and Gouldsmith, Bristol 

Cano, Emma Margaret, Albion rd, Stoke Newington. Aug 31. 
Hojlams and Co, Mincing lane 

(earns, Mary Anos, Moseley rd, Worcester, Aug 26. Foster, 
Birmingham 

Charlton, George, Middlesbrough, York, Innkeeper. Aug 12, Garbutt 
and Fawcett, Stockton-on-Tees 

Collinson, ‘Ihemas, Browend, Mach Urswick, Lancashire, Yeoman. 
fept |. butler, Broughton-in-farness 

Crump, Rev Charles Collins, Iitracombe, Devon. Sept 30. Fox and 
Co, Chancery lane 

Cullingham, James, Ipswich, Soffolk, Gent. Aug 30. Block, Ipswich 

Headly, Richard, Stapieford, Cambridge, Merchant, Sept 29. 
Wayman, Cambri¢ge . 


Hegan . John, Queen’s gate, Esq, Oct 31, Travers and Co, Throgmor- 
ton st 





Jackson, Noble, Broughton-in-Furness, Lancashire, Gent. Sept 1 
Butler, Broughton-in-Furness 2: 

Jackson, Ursula, Elizabeth st, Eaton sq, Pimlico. Oct 2, Slack, 
Mount st, Grosvenor 

Jones, Jane, Whittingham Asylum, nr Preston, Lancashire. Aug 26, 
Thornely and Dismore, Liverpool y 

Kingdon, Elizabeth, Kelso, Scotland. Sept 1. Kingsford and Co, 
Essex st, Strand 

Kirk, William, Leeds, Joiner. Oct 2. Bulmer and Son, Leeds. 

Mitchell, William, Trowbridge, Wilts, Retired Innkeeper. Sept 1, 

way and Mann, Trowbridge 

Moody, Arking, Winthorpe, Lincoln, Fisherman. Aug 25, Bassitt, 

Wainfleet 


—, Rey Robert, Rhyl, Flint. Sept 20. Parry and Co, 

Denbig 

Nasmyth, Marian, Westbourne park place. Sept9. Ellerton, Queen st, 
Cheapside 

Paul, Charles Coombs, York st, Portman sq, Retired Captain Bombay 

Staff Corps. Aug 28. Nisbet and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Posthlethwaite, John, Dash, Cumberland, Husbandman, Sept 13, 
Bremner and Son, Liverpool 

Rawlins, Louisa Maria Elizabeth, Taunton, Somerset. Aug 28, 
Nisbet and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Redhead, Henry, Hawkswell, Lancashire, Farmer. Septl. Butler 
Broughton-in- Furness 

Redhead, Matthew, Hawkswell, Lancashire, Husbandman. Sept 1, 
Butler, Broughton-in-Furness 

Rich, Charies, Preston, Publican. Aug 31. Brett and Craven, Man- 
chester 

Robinson, John, Boston, Lincoln, Grocer. Sept 13. Bailes, Boston 

Tatlock, Anne, Coventry, Warwick. Sept 30. Troughton and Co, 
Coventr; 

Theunen’ hans, Frome, Somerset, Septl. Hardwick and Holmes, 
Leadenhall st 

Troughton, Thomas Ball, Garthmy] Hall, Montgomery, Esq. Sept 30, 
Troughton and Co, Coventry 

Williams, Charles Kelbarne Foster, Kingston-upon-Hull, Esq. Sept 15, 
Capron and Co, ‘Savile place, Conduit st 

Wooles, Edward, Uxbridge, Middlesex, Solicitor. Sept 29. Wooles 
and Co, Uxbridge 

Bankrupts. 
Frivay, July 28, 1876. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 

Alstrom, William, Old Ford, Bow, Coal Merchant. Pet July 25. Pepys. 
Aug 16 at 11 

Giles” Thomas, Walthamstow, Essex, Coal Merchant. Pet July 24. 
Keene. Aug li at li 

Irwin, Lucy Hood, known as Lucy Hood Shadgett, Leinster square, 
Bayswater. Pet July 26. Keene. Aug 15 at 12 

Millard, George, Wyndham rd, Camberwell rd, Saddler. Pet July 26, 
Keene. Aug 24 at 12 

Veale, Sydney Cranford, Victoria rd, Leytonstone, Clerk in Public Com- 
pany. PetJuly 26. Keene. Avg 15 atl 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Howard, Miller, Epping, Essex, Gent. Pet July 20. Pulley. Edmon- 
ton, Aug 15 at 12 ; 

Longford, Jobn, Cirencester, Gloucester, Tailor, Pet July 24. Towns- 
end. Swindon, Aug Yat 12 

Mitchell, Samuel John, Cardiff, Grocer, Pet July 25. Langley. 
Cardiff, Aug 9 at 2 

Walmsley, Joseph Watkin, Liverpool, Stationer. Pet July 25, Bell- 
ringer. Liverpool, Aug 10 at 11 

Wibberley, Henry, Abergavenny, Monmouth, General Merchant. Pet 
July 25. Shepard. Tredegar, Aug li at 10 

TuespayY, Aug. |, 1876, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrenderin London. 
Murray, William, Lancaster rad, Notting hill. Pet July 28. Pepys. 
Ang 15 at 11 : 
To Surrender in the Country. 

Blick, George, Victoria terrace, Falcon rd, Clapham Junction, Baker. 

Pet July 25. Willoughby. Wandsworth, Aug ll at IL 

Burniston, Andrew, Grimstone Tunnel, Leicester, Ale Dealer. PetJune 

29. Ingram. Leicester, Aug 17 at 12 

Coulton, Henry, Forebridge, Stafford, Writing Clerk, Pet July 29. 

Spilsbury. Stafford, Aug 25 atll 

Cowls, Jobn, Ivybridge, Devon, Butcher, PetJuly 29. Gidley. East 
Stonehouse, Aug !19 at 12 

Davies, Isaac Lewis, Swansea, Glamorgan, Draper. Pet July 29. Jones. 
Swansea, Aug 12 at 12 

Hempbry, Henry, Brixham, Devon, Watch Maker.j Pet July 29. Gid- 
ley. East Stonehouse, Aug 19 at 12 

Jones, Edward, Bristol, Oil Merchant, Pet July 27, Harley. Bristol, 

Aug 17 at 2 

Lenae Thomas, Sheffield, Ale Merchant. Pet July 27. Rodgers. 

Sheffield, Aug 11 at 12 

Phillips, William, Fownhope, Hereford, Labourer. Pet July 20, Cur- 

less, jun. Hereford, Avg }6at 11 

Pugh, Evan, Cwmsymlog, Cardigan, Gent. Pet Joly 20. Jenkins. 

Aberystwith, Sept 2 at 12 

BANKRUPTCI“ZS ANNULLED. 
Fuipar, July 28, 1876. 

Abbott, George, East Tilbury, Essex, Cowkeeper. July 26 

C oben, Mylius, Fish st hill, Manufacturer of Chemicals, July 18 

Hunter, James, Hanham, Gloucester, Nurseryman. July 26 

Thomas, William Lynall, Hove, Sussex, Engineer, July 18 

q Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Fatpar, July 28, 1676, 

Alberga, Berjamin, and David Judah Alberga, Winchester House, Old 
Broad st, Merchants. Aug 16 at 1 at the Terminus Hotel, Cannon 
st. Wickens, Palmerston er Old Broad st 

Allen, Thomas, Milton Lewis, and Frederick Rooke, Bristol Brewers. 





Herbert, Thomas, Caledonian rd, Islington, Sept 30, Keighley, Iron- 
monger lane 


Aug 9 at 12 at offices of Alexander and Daniel, Broad st, Bristol. 
Fussell and Co, Bristol 


Aug. 5, 1878, 
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Benjamin, Derby, Coal Merchant. Aug 14 at 1 at the Clarendon 
—_ Samed 20, Derby. Harlow, Southampton buildings, 


Chancery lane 
worth, James, Manchester, Iron Merchant. Aug 14 at 1! at offices 

‘of Hodgson, Tib lane, Manchester 

Aston, Themzs, Birmingham, Commissicn Agent. Aug 7 at 11 at offices 
ot Duke, Temp'e row, Birmingham 

Boker, Edwin, Bilston, Stefford, Commission Agent. Aug 12 at 11 at 
offices of Bowen, Mount Pleasant, Bilston 

Ball, Rev Thomas Hanley, Hartehill, Warwick, Aug 16 at 3 at offices 
of Rowlands ard Bagnall, Colmore row, Birm inghom 


Beste, Rudoiph Charles, Blythe hill rd, Forest hill, Insurance Broker’s 
Clerk. Ave 9 at 3 st the Mre+ ae’ Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Bas- 


inghall st, Smith, Gresham House 
Bodin, Arthur Edmond, Coleshill, Warwick, Licensed Victualler. Aug 
10 st 11 at offices of Hornblower and Hadley, Waterloo st, Birming- 


bam 

hovthren, James, Bilston, Stefford, Diaper. Aug 8 at 3 at offices of 
Rowlands, Ann st, Birminghaw 

Briebach, Frederick Otto Ferdinand, Green st, Bethnal green, Baker. 
Aug § at 1) at offices of Hicks, Lansdown terrace, Grove rd, Victoria 


jerk 

Brierley, Eli, Farnworth, Lancashire, Finisher of Cotton Cloth. Aug 
1) at 3 at offices of Fielding, Bowk er’s row, Bolton 

Brown, Charles, Leicester, Licensed Victualkr. Aug 10at 12 at offices 
ot Wright, Belvoir at, Leicester 

Butterfield, John George, Middlesbercugh, York, Draper. Aug 9 at li 
at the Clarence Hotel, Spring gardeus, Manchester, Peacock 

Carr, Witham, Accrington, Lancashire, Greengrocer. Aug ll at ll a 
the Crown Hoel, Blackburn 1d, Accrington. Ballard, Accrington 

Cheesbrovgh, Isavc, Leeds, Beerseller. Aug 9 at 3 at offices of Bes wick 
and Co, Albion st, Leeds 

Clayton, John Oates, Leeds, Bill Broker. Aug 9 at 11 at offices of 
Middleton and Sons, Park row, Leeds 

Cobb, Hannah, Sheffield, Fiuitrer. Aug9 at 12 at offices of Auty and 
Son, Queen st, Sheffield 

Cook, Thomas, Doncaster, York, Printer. Aug 11 at 2.30 atthe Red 
Lin Hotel, Doncaster. Badger 

Cooke, William Brooks, Leicester, Ironmonger. Aug 10 at 12 at offices 
of Harvey, Se!borre buildings, Millstone lane, Leicester 

Cowan, Matthew Mitchell, Leeds, Boot Manafactorer. Aug 8 at llat 
offices of Pullan, Bank chambers, Park row, Leeds 

Curnow, William, Swansea, Glamorgan, Grocer. Aug 8 at 12 at offices 
ofJobn, Mount st, Swansea 

Cusker, Terence, Liverpoo], Marine Store Dealer. Aug !6 at 3 at offices 
of Yates and Co, Water st, Liverpool 

Davis, Joseph, and Mervyn Davis, Fulham rd, Stationers. Aug 12 at 
12 at offices ot Doyle, Carey st, Lincoln’sinn 

Evans, David Owen, kerndale, Glamorgan, Grocer. Aug 15 at 12 at 
offices of Rosser, High et, Pontypridd 

Ferris, = Cardiff, Baker. Aug 8 at 11 at offices of Morgan, High 
et, Card: 

Fielden, William, Drummond st, Euston square, Beer Retailer. Aug 
14 at 10 at offices of Eicke, Tcwnshend rd, St John’s wood 

Foster, James Godwin, Farebam, Hants, Jeweller. Aug 21 at 3 at 145, 
Cheapside. Goble, Fareham 

Golbey, Samvel, Hanley, Stafford, Beerseller. Aug 5 at 11 at the Vine 
Inn, Stafford. Shires, Leicester 

Grayson, Aled, Leeds, Potato Merchant. Aug 10 at 12 at offices of 
Eddnison, Albion st, Leeds 

Hardwick, Henry, Gainsborough, Lincoln, out of business. 
11 at offices ot Bladon, Gainsborough 

Harris, George Wilkinson, Bristol, Colliery Proprietor. Aug 9 at 2 at 

Owices of Brittan and Co, Small st, Bristol 

Harrison, Edwin Davies, Leeds, out of business. Aug 14 at 2 at offices 
of Hasle, Bank st, Leeds 

Harell, William, Kidderminster, Baker. Aug 8 at 3 at offices of Miller 
Corbett and Co, Baxter chambers, Church st, Kidderminster 

Hodgetts, Jobn, Birmingham, Meta: Dealer. Aug 10 at 3 at offices of 
Buller and Bickley, Bennett’s bill, Birmingham 

weer Henry, Working'on, Cumberlang, Grocer, Aug 16 at 1.30 at 
the Globe Hotel Cockermouth. Atter, Whitehaven 

Hopkins, Henry, Scarborough, York, Marine Store Dealer. Aug 14 at 
3 at offices of Cornwall and Watts, Queen st, Scarborough 

Janman, Alfred, Chichester, Sussex, Fishmonger. Aug 9 at 4 at offices 
of King, North st, Portsea , 

Johnson, James Thomas, Rowley Regis, Stafford, Timber Dealer. 
Aug 4 at 12 at offices of Griffin and Griffin, Temp'e row west, Bir- 
mingham 

Johnon, William, Liverpool, Oil Merchant. Aug 10 at 3 at offices of 
Gibson and Bolland, South John st, Liverpool. Harper, Liverpool 

Jones, David, Newport, Monmouth, Draper, Aug 8 at 12 at offices of 
Collins, jun, Broad st, Bristol. Brittan and Co, Bristol 

Jones, Isaiah, Hednesford, Stufford, Miner. Aug 9 at 2 at offices of 
Cresswell, New rd, Willenhall 

Jones, William Edward, Treosky, Glamorgan, Chemist. Aug 11 at 2 
at offices of Kollier and Williams, Church st, Pontypridd 

Joy.e, William David, Warminater, Wilts, Grocer. Aug !4at! at the 

eorge Hotel, Bristol. Chapman and Ponting, Warminster 
Kenyon, Alexander, Manchester, Wine Merchant. Aug 10 at 3 at offices 
of Sale and Co, Booth at, Manchester 

Lane, George, Worcester, Horse Dealer. Aug 8 at 12 at offices of Mere- 
ith, Coliege st, Worcester 

Langtord, William, and George Langferd, Bristol, Jewellers. Aug 8 at 
Offices of Barnard and Co, Albion chambers, Bristol. Benson and 
Thomas, Bristol 

Lawrence, Joseph, nae st, Bedford square, Tailor, Aug 8 at3 

_, at cflices of Scott, King st, Cheapside 

Lee, Wiliam, Ann st, Woolwich, Carpenter, Aug 8at3 ai offices of 

Gregiry, Barbican chambers, Aldersgate st 
Mann, William Stead, Upper Wortley, nr Leeds, Painter. Aug 10 ats 
at offices ofGranger, bank st, Leeds 
Mensley, Charlotte Ester, High st, Camden town, Boot Manufacturer. 
Aug 11 at 12 at offices of Crump and Son, Philpot lane 
ter . Manchester, Flannei Merchant, Aug 9 at 3 at offices of 
ely days ag 4 om Vey at Gems ang 88a 
james, Raglan rd, Piumat out of business. Aug 9 at3 a 
offices ot Cooper, Chancery lane 


Aug 15 at 





Munn, James, Bilston, Stafford, Grocer. Aug 9 at 2 at offices of Gatis, 
Queen at, Wolverhampton 
Murphy, Peter, Kidderminster, Worcester, Hawker. Aug 9 at 3 at 
oftices of Redgrave, Quadrant chambers, Birmingham. Crowther, 
Kidderminster 
Noakes, Joseph, Goldsmith’s row, Hackhey rd, Tea Dealer. Aug 14 at 
12 at 145, Cheapride. Fulcher, Graham rd, Dalston 
Perry, Henry, Cullum st, Colonial Broker. Aug 16 at 2 at offices of 
Nutt and Co, Brabant court, Phi!pot lane 
Pimlett, Peter, Mavchester, Beer Retailer. Aug 16 at 12 at offices of 
Slater and Poole, Norfolk st, Manchester . 
Pullen, William, Arundel, Sussex, Fishmonger. Aug 9 at! at Dolly's 
Hotel, Queen’s Head passage, Newgate st. Hardwick, Littlehampton 
Read, Eawin, Birmingham, Provision Dealer. Aug 5 at I2at omces of 
Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Reeves, Harriette, Southport, Lancashire, Lodging House Keeper. Aug 
21 at 4 at offices of Best, Lower King st, Manchester 
Richardson, Thomas, Standish, Lancashire, out of business. Aug !1 at 
11 at offices of Byrom, King st, Wigan 
Roberts, David, Birkenbead, Cheshire, Draper. Aug 10 at 3 at offices 
of Hannan and Pugh, Duncan st, Birkenhead 
Rotbery, Mary, and Walter Bentley, Flush, York, Iron Founders. Aug 
9 at 11,30 at the Black Bull Hotel, Mirfield, York. Ibberson 
Shaw, Thomas, Wakefield, York, Worsted #pinner. Aug 16 at 11 at 
offices of Brown and Co, Wood st, Wakefield 
Staw, Walter, Elland, nr Halifax, York, Spirit Merchant. Aug 10 at 
3 at the White Bull Hotel, Blackburn. Leeming 
Silk, Henry, and Thomas Square May, Bristol, Watch Mannfactarers. 
Aug 9at 2 at the Hen and Chickens Hotel, New st, Birmingham. 
Salmon and Henderson, Bristol 
Sisson, John, Langley Mill, Derby, Plumber. Aug 18 at 3 at offices of 
Belk, Middle pavement, Netningham 
Stovin, Walter, Sheffield, Coal Merchant. Aug 10 at 2 at offices of 
Brook and Co, Old Haymarket, Sheffield 
Taylor, Samuel, Burnley, | bire, A Aug 11 at 3 at 
offices of Watson, Hargreaves st, Burnley. Read, Burnley 
Turley, Henry, Balsall) Heath, Worcester, Confectioner. Aug 7 at 12 
at offices ot Smith, Temple st, Birmingham 
Turner, Edmund, Brighton, Sussex, Builder. Aug 16 at 4 at offices of 
Gells, Ship st, Brighton 
Twytord, John Thomas, Stockport, Cheshire, Joiner. 
offices of Chew and Sons, Swan st, Manchester 
Varley, William Albert, and Thomas Anderson, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 
Cabinet Makers. Aug 7 at 3 at offices of Stanford, Collingwood st, 
Newcastle-upon- Tyne 
Vendrel!, Firmin, Baker st, Portman square, Hairdresser. Avg 9 at 2 
at 81, Baker st, Portman square. Page . 
Walker, John, Stockton-on-Tees, Durham, Builder. Aug 3 at 1! at 
offices of Teale, Albert rd, Middlesborougb 
Wathen, William, Balsall Heath, Worcester, out of business. Aug 9at 
11 at offices of Duke, Temple row, Birmingham 
Wilkinson, Chrietopher, Bradford, York, Stationer. Aug i at 3 at 
offices of Wilkinson, Manchester rd, Braoford 
Wilsworth, William, Leeds, Curner. Aug 10 at 3 at offices of Simpson 
and Barrell, Albion st, Leeds 
Winder, Charies, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Organ Builder. Aug 4 at 2 
at offices of Sewell, Grey st, Newoastle-upon Tyne . 
Woltmaan, Emi! Carl Adolf, Cullum st, Commission Merchant. Aug 2i 
at 3 at oftices of Lewis and Co, Old nig 4 
Woed, George, Great Grimsby, Lincoln, Bricklayer. Aug 9 at 12 at 
Po. sae of Grange and Wintringham, West St Mary’s gate, Greja 
rimsby 
Wood, Rev John George, Belvedere, Kent. Aug 10 at 3 at the 
Belvedere Hotel, Belvedere. Kingdon, Lawrence lane, Cheapside 
Woolley, James Frederick, Bristol, Boot Maker. Aug 5 at 12 at offices 
of Clifton, Corn st, Bristol 
Tougspayr, Aug. 1, 1876. 
Abraham , George, St Neots, Huntingdon, Butcher. Aug 16 at 3 at 
offices of Wilkinson and Co, St Neots. Conquest and Clare, Bedford 
Arman, Orlando, Orange piace, Greenwich rd, Boot Maker. Aug (0 at 
3 at offices of Scard and Son, Gracechurch st 
Austin, Joseph Francis, Birkenhead, Cheshire, Grocer. Aug l4at 2at 
offices of Thompson and Simm, Hamilton st, Birkenbead. Downham, 
Birkenhead 
Balmbro, Robert, Neweastle-upon-Tyne, Grocer’s Porter. Aug 14 at 
12 at offices of Garbutt, Collingwood st, Newcastie-apoa-Tyne 
Balmforth, George, jun, and William Balmforth, Leeds, Leather Mer- 
= Aug 14 at ll at offices of Middleton and Sons, Park row, 
ecds 
Banks, Thomas, Aston, Warwick, Journeyman Jeweller. Aug iS at3 
at offices of Rowlands and nall, Colmore row, Birmingham 
Barnes, John, Wakefield, York, t Maker. Aug 11 at 3 at offices of 
Lake, Southgate, Wakefield 
Bateman, George Ernest, Pentonville hill, Tobacconist. Aug 24 at 3at 
offices of Holloway, Ball's Pond rd. Fenton 
Beale, Joseph Feley, Ash Mount, Abbey Wood, Kent, Gent. Aug !1 at 
11 at Masons’ Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue. Harrison, Godliman st, 
Doctors’ commons 
Bibby, John, Leicester, Tailor. Aug 19 at 12 at offices of Wright, Gal- 
lowtree gate, Leicester 3 
Birch, John Bagot, Arundel square, Barnsbury, Merchant's Clerk. 
— at 2 at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Snarpe and 
liithorne 
Bohanna, Joseph, Jun, Manchester, Wholesale News Agent. Aug 21 at 
3 at offices ot Grundy and Kershaw, Booth st, Manchester 
Burley, John Thomas, Hoyland common, York, Grocer, Aug 15 at 
10,30 at the Coach and Horses Hotel, Barnsley. Waiawright, Wak- 


field 
Bradford, Cherles Bathurst, Kingston-upon-Hull, no cecu te 
Aug 11 at 12 at offices of Chatham and Son, Bow! alley lane, Hutt 
Campbell, Henry Murray, Hatton garden, Merchant. Aug 24 at i2at 
offices of Crump and Son, Philpot lane 
Chapman, Thomas, Neville rd, Stoke Newington, Greengrocer. Aug 
9 at 2 at offices of Beligrove erferd grove, Stoke Newington 
Charles, John, South Shields, burham, Photographer, Aug 5 at 3at 
offices of Bel), King st, South Shields 
Clayton, John, Yeadon, York, Cloth Manufactarer, Aug 15 at 2at offices 
ot Hewson, East parade, Leeds 





Aug 8 at 3 at 
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Collins, George, Lofthouse, bone Contractor. Aug 17 at 12 at offices 
of » Houndgate, Darlington 
Collinson, Matthew Henry, Leeds, Tea Merchant. Aug 14 at 2 at 
offices of the Creditors’ Association of Wholesale Dealers, Arthur st 
east. Carter and Bell, Eastcheap 
Aug 8 at 2 at 


Queen’ en's H 1, Ex H Mi N a yaad 
o ’s Hote! eter. ‘ooper and Michelmore, Ne A 
Davies, Charles, " Maestog. Glamorgan, Boot Manufacturer. Aug 24 at 
2 at the Grand Hotel, Bristol. Stockwood, jun, Bridgend 
Davies, John, Wolverherapton, Stafford, Boot Maker. Aug 12 at 11 at 
offices of Langham, Queen st, Wolverhampton 
. Frederick Kershaw. Sunderland, Durham, Draper. Ang 
15 at 3 at offiers of Bell, Lambton st. Sunderiand 
Eaton, Richard, jam, Forebridge, Stafford, Commission Agent. Aug 17 
at 12 at the Three Tans Inn, Stafford 
Fell, Albert, Manningham, Bradford, Silk Merchants. Aug 16 at 10 
at offices of Hatchinson, Piccadilly, Bradford 
Ellis, John, and William Ellis, Sprowston, Norfolk, Boot Manufacturer. 
Aug 15 at tl at offices of Miller and Co, Bank chambers, Norwich 
Flood, James, South crescent, Tottenham court rd, Advertising Agent. 
Aug 10 at 11 at offices of Charies, Gracecharch st 
Wil pe jun, and John Francis, Poole, Lary Tanner. Aug 
15 at 12 at the London Hotel, Poole. pee te nd Pope, Crediton 
» Thomas, Moor lane, Fore st, Box Maker. Aug 9 at 2 at offices 
of Whitwell, Kiog 


st, Cheapside 
Sill, William, Kimberworth, York, , Aug 16 at 12 at offices 


of Potter end Brown, Hi 
i Gcamen. oy HE rd, Peckham, Brush 

Maker. Aug $at3 at offices of Batterfi eld, Ironmonger lane 

Grave, Fletcher, Mi , Flannel Merchant. Aug 18 at 3 at offices 
of Parker, Norfolk st, Manchester 

Green, Henry Wallace, Kingston-upon-Hull, Cewkeever. Aug 16 at 3 
at offices of Summers, Manor st, Kingsten-upen-Hull 

= Arthur Lewis, Liverpool, Furniture Dealer. Aug 15at 3 at offices 

of Ponton, Vernon st, Liverpool 

Hedson, Thomas, Darlington, Darham, Builder, Aug 17 at 1! a the 
Waterloo Hotel, Market place, Darlington. Wooler, Dar! 

Horley, Mary, Kenilworth, Warwick, Grocer. Aug 9 at12 at offices of 

» Chureh st, Warwick 

Howell, William, Gray’s inn rd, ~—-gen Maker. Aug 21 at 1 at offices 
of Orchard, John st, Bedford 

Hughes, Robert Thomas, Hare st, ¢, "Woolwich, Cheesemonger. Aug 16 
at 11 at offices of Whale, Willieas st. Woolwich 

Hughes, Stephen Jarrett, —, Builder, Aug }4at 11 at offices 

of Stallard, Pierpoint st, Worceste: 

sien William, and John William Hae, Tunstall, Stafford, Tailors. 
Aug 9 at2 at offices of Salt, Tunstall 

Humphrey, Robert, North Shields, Northumberland, Innkeeper. 
15 at 11 at = of Keenlyside and Forster, Grainger st west, News 


pon- 
= Joha, Wroughton, Wilts, General Dealer. Aug 11 at3 at offices 
of Barns, Weod st, Swindon 

Jennings, William, Woodbury, Devon, Cattle pg Aug 16 at 3 at 

m the Castle Hotel, Castle st, Exeter. Friend, Ex 

Jobnson, Edmund, Latchford, Cheshire, em ata Aug 14 at 12 at 
offices of Davies and Brooke, Market place, Warrington 

Jones, Frederick John, Well sc, Falcon square, Brace Manafscturer. 
ron 17 at 12 at offices of Taylor and Jaquet, South st, Finsbury 


Pag Joun, Wistanstow, Salop, Beer Selier. Aug 15 at 12 at the 
Back’s Head Inn, Churen Stretton 
Jones, Richard, Liverpool, Baker. Aug 14 at 2 at offices of Hughes, 
Lord st, Liverpool 
Kenington, Thomas, Bardney, Lincola, sneer: Aug 4 at 10.30 at 
offices of Page, jan, Flaxengate, Linco 
ae. Peatraeth, Anglesea, Coal Merchant. Aug 12 at 10 at 
——— High st, Bangor 
MeCalioch, F » Archibald Arthur MacDonald, and Sydney 
George Hart, South ‘TOW, Covent gota Herbalists. Aug 15 at 2 
at the Guildhall Tavera, Gresh ken and Jupp, Lime st 


square 

MeNab, Colin, Liverpoo!, Refreshment House Keeper. Augl4 at 3 at 
offices of Crozier and Lumb, Moorfields, Dale st, Liverpeol 

James, Blaydon-apon-Tyne, Darham, Grocer. Avg 9 at 11 

at offices of Tarner, Collingwood st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

— William, aeag Hertford, Miller. Aug 14 at 3 at offices 

. High Town, Hereford 

at Da wid, Tredegar, Monmouth, Furnisher. Aug \4at 2 at the 
Guildhall Hotel, Broad st, bristol. Shepherd, Tredegar 

Morgan, Henry, Darlington, Dorham, Builder. Aug 10 at 12 at offices 
of Rowinson, Houndgate, Darlington 

Morris, Thomas, Silverdale, Staflerd, Grocer. Aug 14 at 2 at offices of 
Hollinshead, Tunstall 


Moss, Horace, and Henry Coldwell, Mincing lane, Wine Merchants. 
Aug 15 at 2 at offices of Surr and Co, Abchurch lane 
Neave, Thomas Wilson, Forest rd, Dalston, Licensed Victualler. Aug 
11 at 12 at offices of Kobinson, Philpot iane 
» Robert, Jewry st, Crutched friars, Wine Merchant. Aug 15 at 
11 at offices of Kingdon, Lawrence lane, Cheapsi 
Ogle, John, Bury st, St James's, no occupation. Aug 24 at 2 at offices 
of Eimslie and Uo, "Leadenhall st 
Postenss Joba James, Growenor ‘Hotel, Victoria, Gent, Aug 25 at 2 
at ofices of Madox and Co, Waterioo place, Pall mali 
Pattison, James, Stockton, Darham, Coal Dealer. Aug 14 at 12 at 
Aces ot Thompeon, High at, Stockton 
Pearson, —_ Cheshire, Haberdasher. Aug 16 at 2 at the 
'atien Arms arrington. Ashton and Garratt, Rancorn 
ton, ey ro ~ an ime Aug 17 at 3 at offices 


neg gy Ang 12 at 1% at the Masons’ 
# avenus, Coleman ss. W: High st 
, jun, Gloucester, or, Upleclotorer. ‘Aug 1b wt 11 at offices of 
Jovn’s lane, Gloucester 








Prentice, George, Harrow, » Grocer’s 
‘Aug 16 ot 12 8t Masa! Hall Tavern, a, avenue, Badaghall st, 





Price, Daniel, Liandilo, Carmarthen, Labourer. Aug 14 at 10 at offlses 
of Bishop, Liandilo 
Price, John, Blaenavon, Monmouth, Builder. Aug 17 at 12 at oTlcgs . 
of Gardner, Abergavenny 
Redhead, William eee, Lombard st, Coal Factor. Aug 8 at % 
at offices of Kelly, Brabant court 
Reynolds, ‘William Alsop, Oxford, Builder. Aug 15 at 12 at offices of 
Richards, he weaeais Unreal yo ‘Aug 12 at 12 
mma, Parbola, , — ug at oTices 
of Cock, Coombs lane, Pydar st, ‘Ira’ 
Rigg, Robert, Kendal, Westmoriand, “Cabinet Maker. Aug 21 at i 
at offices of Watson, Highgate, Kenu : 
Rose, George, Archer st, Bayswater, Busc*er. Aug 9 at 2 at offices of 
Howse, Stapleion, Holborn 
Rutter, John Thornton, Langley Moor, Durham, Builder. Aug9 at 1} 
at the County Hoel, *Darham. Brignall, jua, Darham 
ers, George, Holloway rd, Grocer. Aug 14 at 3 at the offices of 
the Creditors’ Association of Wholesale Dealers, Arthur st east. 
May and Co, Adelaide place 
Seager, William, Cardiff, 2 sated Builter. Aug !1 at 11 at 20, 
High st, Cardifr. Spen 
Silcox, Charles Eamund, | Bath, Hairicesser, Ang 9 at Il at 1, 
Harrington place, Bath. Cruttwell 
Silver, Thomas, Elgin crescent, Notting hill, Civil Eagineer. Aug l¢ 
at 2 at offices of Dalton and Jessett, St Clement's House, Clement's 
a Lombard st 
mith, @ George, Nottingham, Lace Manufactarer. Augl5 at 3 at the 
bly Ruoms, Low pavement, Nottingham. Cranach and Stroud, 
etenbam Martin, Mitre chambsrs, Feacharch st 
—_ Henry, Leadenhall market, Poulterer. Aug 10 at 2 at 145, 


Smith, a Theydon Bois, Essex, Cattle Dealer. Pig \4 at Sat 
offices 0} { Theaite, Basinghall st. Fulcher, Graham rd, Dalston 

— bg erodes pag con De ae Baker. Aug 14 at +) at offices of 

jan e st 

Stanyer, Samuel ven ogy Nantwich, Cheshire, Grocer. Aug (6 at 
2 at offices of Lisle, Nantwich 

Stockwell, —— Thomas. Dunster, Somerset, Surgeon. Aug I! at 
12 at offices of Milne and Co, Albion chambers, Bristol. Watkins, 


Dunster 

Swarbrick, James Will Preston, Lancashire, Tea Dealer. Aug IT 
at 2.30 at offices of Edelston, Winckley st, Preston 

Tapp, Charles, Doncaster, York, Manufacturing Chemist. Aug 11 at 
11 at offices of Peagam, Baxter gate, Doacaster 

Taylor, David, Huddersfield, York, Rag Manufacturer. Aug 17 at3 
at offices of Learoyd and Co, Buxton rd, Huddersfield 

Taylor, Alfred Edwin, Shipley, York, Watch Maker. Aug 12 at 10 at 
offices of Peel and Gaunt, napel lane, Bradford 

7 Henry, Cinderford, Gioucester, Draper. Aug 18 at 2 at ths 
Grand Hotel, Broad st, Bristol. Williams, Monmouth 

Todd, John, Preston, Lancashire, Linen Manufacturer. Aug 17 at3 
at the Shelly Arms Hotel, Fishergate, Preston, Dodd, Prestoa 

Trethowan, ee? Aer yo Falmouth, Cornwall, Satp Builder, Aug 
18 at 3 at the Royal Hotel, Falmouth. Gena and Nalder 

Trevor, William Durant, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Clothier. Aug 15 at 12 
at offices of Morris, High st, Cardiff 

Truelove, Frederick, Mexborough, York, Blacksmith. Aug 10 at 2at 
offices of Badgers ‘and Rhodes, High st, Rotherham 

, Rebert, Durham, Tailor. Aug 14 at 11 at offices of Tilley, 

Nortelk st, Sunderland 

Van Praagh, Lawreace, Gower st, Jeweller. Aug 9 at 3 at offices of 

n and Lee, Gresham buildings, Basinghall st 

Walken. Thomas, Over Darwen, Lancashire, Draper. Aug 14 at Il 
at offices of flindle, Bolton rd, Over Darwen 

Warren, Edward, Hemel Hempstead, Hertford, Baker. Aug 9 at 11,30 
at offices of Buliock, Great Berkhampstead 

Watts, William Frederick, Manor st, Clapham, Optician. Aug 15 at 
12 at offices of Parsons, Thavies inn, Ho!born circus 

Wheeler, Mark, Ford’s market, Chatsworth rd, Hackney, Grocer. Aug 
14 at 3 at offices of Bastard, Brabant court, Philpot lan 

White, Joseph, Camberwell rd, Builder. Aug 16 at 12 at “the Guildhall 
Tavern, Gresham st, Shearman, Gresham s; 

Williams, Peter, Liverpool, Tailor. Aug 14 at 2 at offices of Browne, 
Dale st, Liverpool 

Williams, Rees, Fforest fach, Glamorgan, Mison. Aug 22 at 3 at officss 
of Glascodine, Fisher at, Swansea 

Wilson, Henry, Newcastle-on-Tyne, Northamberland, Hatter. Aag 
92 at 2 at N11 Cheapside. Ciifs 

Windley, John,’ Barton, Lancashire, Sosteonyt. Ang 17 at $ at offices 
of Halme and Co, Norfolk st, Mancheste: 

by -® James Warringto ington, Lancashire, Baker, ete 17 at 1) aw 

of Ridgw gway and Worsley, Criro ot, Warring 

wrest, fev Edward, Avooside, Somerset. Aug 17) ie 2 at 13, Queea 

square, Bath, King 








EDE AND SON, 


ps MAKERS. 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


To Her Mojexty, the Lord Chancellor, the lay of the Judicial Bend 
Corporation of ‘London, & 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS? GOWNS. 
BARKISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL'S DITTO, 
CORPORATION ROBES. WIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS & 
ESTABLISHED 1669. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, 


ROBE 
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